104TH CONGRESS REPORT
1st Session HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 104—293

MAKING APPROPRIATIONS FOR ENERGY AND WATER DE-
VELOPMENT FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDING SEPTEMBER
30, 1996, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES

OCTOBER 26, 1995.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. MYERs of Indiana, from the committee of conference,
submitted the following

CONFERENCE REPORT

[To accompany H.R. 1905]

The Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
1905) “making appropriations for energy and water development
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses,” having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol-
lows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6, 18,
20, 23, 24, 26, 32, 36, 44, 45, 46, 47, 57, and 58.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 7, 13, 14, 25, 33, 38, 39, 40, 43, and
54; and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 1:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$121,767,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted by said amendment
insert:

Norco Bluffs, California, $375,000;
Ohio River Greenway, Indiana, $500,000;
Kentucky Lock and Dam, Kentucky, $2,000,000;
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Mussers Dam, Middle Creek, Snyder County, Pennsylvania,
$300,000; and

West Virginia Port Development, West Virginia, $300,000:
Provided, That the Secretary of the Army, acting through the
Chief of Engineers, is directed to undertake a study of water
supply and associated needs in the vicinity of Hazard, Ken-
tucky, using $500,000 of the funds appropriated under this
heading in Public Law 103-316 for Hazard, Kentucky.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 3:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$804,573,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 4:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted by said amendment
insert:

Homer Spit, Alaska, repair and extend project, $3,800,000;

McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River Navigation System, Arkan-
sas, $6,000,000: Provided, That $4,900,000 of such amount
shall be used for activities relating to Montgomery Point Lock
and Dam, Arkansas;

Red River Emergency Bank Protection, Arkansas and Lou-
isiana, $6,600,000;

Sacramento River Flood Control Project (Glenn-Colusa Irri-
gation District), California, $300,000;

San Timoteo Creek (Santa Ana River Mainstem), Califor-
nia, $5,000,000;

Indiana Shoreline Erosion, Indiana, $1,500,000;

Arkansas City flood control project, Kansas, $700,000, ex-
cept that for the purposes of the project, section 902 of Public
Law 99-662 is waived;

Winfield, Kansas, $670,000;

Harlan (Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy River and
Upper Cumberland River), Kentucky, $12,000,000;

Williamsburg (Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy
River and Upper Cumberland River), Kentucky, $4,100,000;

Middlesboro (Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy River
and Upper Cumberland River), Kentucky, $1,600,000;

Salyersville, Kentucky, $500,000;

Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity (Hurricane Protection),
Louisiana, $13,348,000;

Ouachita River Levees, Louisiana, $2,300,000;

Red River below Denison Dam Levee and Bank Stabiliza-
tion, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas, $2,500,000;

Roughans Point, Massachusetts, $710,000;

Marshall, Minnesota, $850,000;

Ste. Genevieve, Missouri, $1,000,000;

Broad Top Region, Pennsylvania, $4,100,000;

Glen Foerd, Pennsylvania, $200,000;



3

South Central Pennsylvania Environmental Restoration,

Pennsylvania, $3,500,000;

Wallisville Lake, Texas, $5,000,000;
Virginia Beach Erosion Control and Hurricane Protection,

Virginia, $1,100,000;

Hatfield Bottom (Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy

River and Upper Cumberland River), West Virginia, $200,000;

and

Upper Mingo (Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy

River and Upper Cumberland River), West Virginia,

$2,000,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Army, acting

through the Chief of Engineers, shall transfer $1,120,000 of the

Construction, General funds appropriated in this Act to the Sec-

retary of the Interior and the Secretary of the Interior shall ac-

cept and expend such funds for performing operation and main-
tenance activities at the Columbia River Fishing Access Sites to
be constructed by the Department of the Army at Cascade

Locks, Oregon; Lone Pine, Oregon; Underwood, Washington;

and the Bonneville Treaty Fishing Access Site, Washington:

Provided further, That using funds appropriated in Public Law

103-316 for the Sacramento River Flood Control Project (Defi-

ciency Correction), California, project and funds appropriated

herein for the Sacramento Urban Area Levee Reconstruction,

California, project, the Secretary of the Army, acting through

the Chief of Engineers, is directed to acquire all or part of the

Little Holland tract, with any and all appurtenant water rights,

for wetland and fish and wildlife activities pursuant to the au-

thority of section 906 of Public Law 99-662 and conditioned on

a determination made by the Secretary, pursuant to Section

906, that acquisition is in the Federal interest.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 5:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$1,703,697,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 8:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert:
$151,500,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 9:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

Restore the matter stricken by said amendment, amended as
follows:

In lieu of the sum named in said amendment, insert:
$62,000,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 10:
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

Retain the matter proposed by said amendment, and on page
7, line 18, of the House engrossed bill, H.R. 1905, strike “the”, and
insert in lieu thereof, “any civil”.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

Delete the matter stricken by said amendment and insert the
matter proposed by said amendment, amended as follows:

Strike subsection (d) and insert in lieu thereof the following:
(d) If any of the four Corps of Engineers hopper dredges is removed
from normal service for repair or rehabilitation and such repair pre-
vents the dredge from accomplishing its volume of work regularly
carried out in each of the past three years, the Secretary shall not
significantly alter the operating schedules of the remaining Federal
hopper dredges established in accordance with the requirements of
subsection (a) above.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 12:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert:

Sec. 103. With the exception of the use of funds to process any
required Department of the Army permits, none of the funds appro-
priated herein or otherwise available to the Army Corps of Engi-
neers may be used to assist, guide, coordinate, administer, prepare
for occupancy of, or acquire furnishings for or in preparation of a
movement to the Southeast Federal Center.

And, on page 9, line 12, of the House engrossed bill, H.R. 1905,
strike “(b) PROJECT DEPTH.—" and all that follows through “har-
bor or refuge.”, on page 10, line 2 and insert in lieu thereof the fol-
lowing:

(b) ProJecT DePTH.—The project described in subsection (a) is
modified to provide for an authorized depth of 12.5 feet.

(c) NAavicAaTION CHANNEL (MoDIFIED).—The reauthorized project
navigation channel shall be defined by the following coordinates:
2911N-2239E, 3240N-2504E, 3964N-2874E, 4182N-2891E,
4469N-2808E, 4692N-2720E, 4879N-2615E, 4952N-2778E,
4438N-2980E, 4227N-3097E, 3720N-3068E, 3076N-2798E,
2996N-2706E, 2783N-2450E.

(d) HArRBOR OF REFUGE.—The project described in subsection
(@), including the breakwalls, pier and authorized depth of the
project (as modified by subsection (b)), shall continue to be main-
tained as a harbor of refuge.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 15:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:
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In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment, insert:

Sec. 106. Using $2,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein,
the Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is
authorized to undertake the Indianapolis, Indiana, project, author-
ized in section 5 of Public Law 74-738, as amended, and as modi-
fied to include certain riverfront alterations as described in the
Central Indianapolis Waterfront Concept Master Plan, dated Feb-
ruary, 1994, at a total cost of $65,975,000 with an estimated first
Federal cost of $39,975,000 and an estimated first non-Federal cost
of $26,000,000.

SEC. 107. SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 313 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4845-4847) is amended—

(1) in the heading to subsection (c) by striking “WITH

SARCD COUNCIL";

(2) in subsection (c) by inserting “with State, regional, and
local officials, including, where applicable,” after “consult”;

(3) in subsection (d)(2)(A) by inserting “, where applicable,”
after “Council”;

(4) in subsection (g)(1) by striking “$17,000,000” and insert-
ing “$50,000,000"; and

(5) in subsection (h)(2) by striking “Bedford, Blair,

Cambria, Fulton, Huntingdon, and Somerset” and inserting

“Armstrong, Bedford, Blair, Cambria, Clearfield, Fayette,

Franklin, Fulton, Huntingdon, Indiana, Juniata, Mifflin, Som-

erset, Snyder, and Westmoreland”.

(b) CosT SHARING.—Section 313(d)(3) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4846) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“(3) COST SHARING.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Total project costs under each local
cooperation agreement entered into under this subsection
shall be shared at 75 percent Federal and 25 percent non-
Federal. The non-Federal interest shall receive credit for
the reasonable costs of design work completed by such in-
terest prior to entering into a local cooperation agreement
with the Secretary for a project. The Federal share may be
in the form of grants or reimbursements of project costs.

“(B) INTEREST.—In the event of delays in reimburse-
ment of the non-Federal share of a project, the non-Federal
interest shall receive credit for reasonable interest to pro-
vide the non-Federal share of a project’s cost.

“(C) LANDS, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY CREDIT.—
The non-Federal interest shall receive credit for lands, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations toward its share of
project costs, including direct costs associated with obtain-
ing permits necessary for the placement of such project on
public owned or controlled lands, but not to exceed 25 per-
cent of total project costs.

“(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE CREDIT.—Operation
and maintenance costs for projects constructed with assist-
ance provided under this section shall be 100 percent non-
Federal.”.
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Sec. 108. Using $2,000,000 of the funds appropriated herein,
the Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is
authorized and directed to proceed with engineering, design, and
construction of projects to provide for flood control and improve-
ments to rainfall drainage systems in Jefferson, Orleans, and St.
Tammany Parishes, Louisiana, in accordance with the following re-
ports of the New Orleans District Engineer: Jefferson and Orleans
Parishes, Louisiana, Urban Flood Control and Water Quality Man-
agement, July 1992; Tangipahoa, Techefuncte and Tickfaw Rivers,
Louisiana, June 1991; and Schneider Canal, Slidell, Louisiana,
Hurricane Protection, May 1990. There is authorized to be appro-
priated $25,000,000 for the initiation and partial accomplishment of
projects described in these reports. The cost of any work performed
by the non-Federal interests subsequent to the above cited reports,
as determined by the Secretary of the Army to be a compatible and
integral part of the projects, shall be credited toward the non-Fed-
eral share of the projects.

Sec. 109. (a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions of this sec-
tion, the Secretary of the Army shall convey to the City of
Prestonsburg, Kentucky, all right, title, and interest of the United
States, in and to the land described in the Supplemental Agree-
ment—Modification No. 2 to the Department of the Army lease
#DACW69-1-76-0186, executed by and between the Department of
the Army and the Commonwealth of Kentucky, together with any
improvements thereon.

(b) ConpITIONS.—The conveyance authorized by this section is
subject to the following conditions:

(1) The City shall ensure that the land conveyed by this sec-
tion will be used for public use recreational purposes and to
further the regional economic development.

(2) The City shall use all proceeds derived from the sale or
lease of any mineral rights conveyed pursuant to this section for
the development, operation, and maintenance of recreational fa-
cilities on the lands conveyed in accordance with this section.

(3) The City shall accept the property in its condition at the
time of the conveyance. The Secretary shall not be required to
make any improvements in the property’s condition, and the
City shall hold and save the United States free from any claims
or damages arising from any activities on the conveyed land ei-
ther on the date of the conveyance or any subsequent date.

(4) If the City uses the land conveyed under this section for
any purpose other than those specified in this paragraph, the
Secretary shall notify the City of such failure. If the City does
not correct such nonconforming use during the 1-year period be-
ginning on the date of such notification, the Secretary shall
have a right of reverter to reclaim possession and title to the
land conveyed under this section.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 16:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the section number named in said amendment, in-
sert: 110; and the Senate agree to the same.



Amendment numbered 17:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$12,684,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 19:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$411,046,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 21:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$273,076,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 22:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted by said amendment
insert: $2,727,407,000, to remain available until expended; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 27:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$981,000,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 28:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted by said amendment
insert: For nuclear waste disposal activities to carry out the pur-
poses of Public Law 97-425, as amended, including the acquisition
of real property or facility construction or expansion, $151,600,000,
to remain available until expended, to be derived from the Nuclear
Waste Fund.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 29:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$3,460,314,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 30:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$5,557,532,000; and the Senate agree to the same.
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$1,373,212,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 34:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert: : Pro-
vided, That of the amount herein appropriated, $85,000,000 shall be
available for obligation and expenditure only for an interim storage
facility and only upon the enactment of specific statutory authority;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 35:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$366,697,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 37:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$244,391,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 41:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$170,000,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 42:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment insert:

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary to carry out the functions of the United
States member of the Delaware River Basin Commission, as author-
ized by law (75 Stat. 716), $343,000.

CONTRIBUTION TO DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

For payment of the United States share of the current expenses
of the Delaware River Basin Commission, as authorized by law (75
Stat. 706, 707), $428,000.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 48:
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment insert:

SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary to carry out the functions of the United
States member of the Susquehanna River Basin Commission as au-
thorized by law (84 Stat. 1541), $318,000.

CONTRIBUTION TO SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

For payment of the United States share of the current expenses
of the Susquehanna River Basin Commission, as authorized by law
(84 Stat. 1530, 1531), $250,000.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 49:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert:
$109,169,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 50:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment, insert:

. The Tennessee Valley Authority shall, not later than March
30, 1996, submit to Congress a preliminary plan for funding the en-
vironmental research center from sources other than direct appro-
priations to the Tennessee Valley Authority after fiscal year 1996;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 51:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken by said amendment, insert:

Sec. 501. Section 510 of Public Law 101-514, the Fiscal Year
199I1dEnergy and Water Development Appropriations Act, is re-
pealed.

Sec. 502. Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law, the
report referred to in Title 30 of Public Law 102-575 shall be sub-
mitted within five years from the date of enactment of that Act.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 52:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken by said amendment, insert:

SEc. 504. Section 4(a) of the Act entitled “An Act to provide for
the restoration of the fish and wildlife in the Trinity River Basin,
California, and for other purposes”, approved October 24, 1984 (98
Stat. 2723), is amended—
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(a) in paragraph (1), by striking “October 1, 1995” and in-
serting in lieu thereof “October 1, 1996"”; and

(b) in paragraph (2), by striking “ten-year” and inserting in
lieu thereof “eleven-year”.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 53:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken by said amendment, insert:

Sec. 507. In order to ensure the timely implementation of the
Colorado Ute Indian Water Rights Settlement Act of 1988, the Sec-
retary of the Interior is directed to proceed without delay with con-
struction of those facilities in conformance with the final Biological
Opinion for the Animas-La Plata project, Colorado and New Mex-
ico, dated October 25, 1991.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 55:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment, insert:

Sec. 508. (a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term "Administrator” means the
Administrator of the Bonneville Power Administration.

(2) CounciL.—The term “Council” means the Northwest
Power and Conservation Planning Council.

(3) ExceEss FEDERAL POWER.—The term *“excess Federal
power” means such electric power that has become surplus to
the firm contractual obligations of the Administrator under sec-
tion 5(f) of the Pacific Northwest Electric Power Planning and
Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 839c(f)) due to either—

(A) any reduction in the quantity of electric power that
the Administrator is contractually required to supply under
subsections (b) and (d) of section 5 of the Pacific Northwest
Electric Power Planning and Conservation Act (16 U.S.C.
839c), due to the election by customers of the Bonneville
Power Administration to purchase electric power from other
suppliers, as compared to the quantity of electric power that
the Administrator was contractually required to supply as
of January 1, 1995; or

(B) those operations of the Federal Columbia River
Power System that are primarily for the benefit of fish and
wildlife affected by the development, operation, or manage-
ment of the System.

(b) SALE oF Excess FEDERAL PoweR.—Notwithstanding section
2, subsections (a), (b), and (c) of section 3, and section 7 of Public
Law 88-552 (16 U.S.C. 837a, 837h, and 837f), and section 9(c) of
the Pacific Northwest Electric Power Planning and Conservation
Act (16 U.S.C. 839f(c)), the Administrator may, as permitted by oth-
erwise applicable law, sell or otherwise dispose of excess Federal
power—

(1) outside the Pacific Northwest on a firm basis for a con-
tract term of not to exceed 7 years, if the excess Federal power
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is first offered for a reasonable period of time and under the

same essential rate, terms and conditions to those Pacific

Northwest public body, cooperative and investor-owned utilities

and those direct service industrial customers identified in sub-

section (b) or (d)(1)(A) of section 5 of the Pacific Northwest Elec-
tric Power Planning and Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 839c);
and,

(2) in any region without the prohibition on resale estab-
lished by the second sentence of section 5(a) of the Act entitled
“An Act to authorize the completion, maintenance, and oper-
ation of Bonneville project for navigation, and for other pur-
poses”, approved August 20, 1937 (commonly known as the
“Bonneville Project Act of 1937”) (16 U.S.C. 832d(a)).

(¢) STubpy BY CounciL.—(1) Within 180 days of enactment of
this Act, the Council shall review and report to Congress regarding
the most appropriate governance structure to allow more effective re-
gional control over efforts to conserve and enhance anadromous and
resident fish and wildlife within the Federal Columbia River Power
System.

(d) CorpPs oF ENGINEERS PROCUREMENT.—The Assistant Sec-
retary of the Army for Civil Works, acting through the North Pacific
Division of the Corps of Engineers, is authorized to place orders for
goods and services related to facilities for electric power generation
and fish and wildlife mitigation associated with the Federal Colum-
bia River Power System with and through the Administrator using
the authorities available to the Administrator.

(e) ResIDENTIAL ExcHANGE.—Notwithstanding the establish-
ment, confirmation and approval of rates pursuant to 16 U.S.C.
839, and notwithstanding the provisions of 16 U.S.C. 839c(c), the
cost benefits of eligible utilities’ total purchase and exchange sales
under 16 U.S.C. 839c(c)(1) shall be $145,000,000 for Fiscal Year
1997, and the net benefits paid to each eligible electric utility shall
be $145,000,000 multiplied by the percentage of the total of such net
benefits paid by the Administrator to such utility for Fiscal Year
1995.

(f) PERSONNEL FLEXIBILITY.—The Administrator may offer em-
ployees voluntary separation incentives as deemed necessary which
shall not exceed $25,000. Recipients who accept employment with
the United States within five years after separation shall repay the
entire amount to the Bonneville Power Administration.

(g) SAaviNGgs.—Unless superseded by an Act of Congress, the au-
thority provided by this section is expressly intended to extend be-
yond the fiscal year.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 56:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment, insert:

Sec. 509. Section 7 of the Magnetic Fusion Energy Engineering
Act (42 U.S.C. 9396) is repealed.

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 59:
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows:

In lieu of the section number named in said amendment, in-
sert: 510; and the Senate agree to the same.

JOHN T. MYERS,
HAROLD ROGERS,
JoE KNOLLENBERG,
FrRANK RIGGS,
RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN,
Jim BUNN,
BoB LIVINGSTON,
Towm BEVILL,
Vic Fazio,
JiMm CHAPMAN,
Managers on the Part of the House.

PeTE V. DOMENICI,
MARK O. HATFIELD,
THAD COCHRAN,
SLADE GORTON,
MiTcH McCONNELL,
RoOBERT F. BENNETT,
CONRAD BURNS,
RoBERT C. BYRD,
FrRITZ HOLLINGS,
HARRY REID,
BoB KERREY,
PATTY MURRAY,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.



JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE COMMITTEE OF
CONFERENCE

The managers on the part of the House and the Senate at the
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 1905) making appro-
priations for energy and water development for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other purposes, submit the follow-
ing joint statement to the House and the Senate in explanation of
the effects of the action agreed upon by the managers and rec-
ommended in the accompanying conference report.

The language and allocations set forth in House Report 104—
149 and Senate Report 104-120 should be complied with unless
specifically addressed to the contrary in the conference report and
statement of the managers. Report language included by the House
which is not changed by the report of the Senate or the conference,
and Senate report language which is not changed by the conference
is approved by the committee of conference. The statement of the
managers, while repeating some report language for emphasis,
does not intend to negate the language referred to above unless ex-
pressly provided herein. In cases in which the House or Senate
have directed the submission of a report, such report is to be sub-
mitted to both House and Senate Committees on Appropriations.

TITLE |

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL

The summary tables at the end of this title set forth the con-
ference agreement with respect to the individual appropriations,
programs and activities of the Corps of Engineers. Additional items
of conference agreement are discussed below.

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Amendment No. 1: Appropriates $121,767,000 for General In-
vestigations instead of $129,906,000 as proposed by the House and
$126,323,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conferees are aware that there is existing authority for the
Corps of Engineers to maintain the Dog River in Alabama from the
Mobile Harbor Ship Channel to 2,600 feet west of the Alabama
Highway 163 bridge. The river has severe siltation west of that
point and is not navigable during low tide. From within available
funds, the Corps of Engineers is directed to use $200,000 to initiate
a reconnaissance study of that portion of the Dog River.

(13)
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The conference agreement includes $150,000 for the Atlantic
Intracoastal Waterway, Palm Beach County, Florida, project. Using
these funds, the Corps of Engineers is directed to perform a re-
evaluation study of the authorized navigation improvements along
the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway in Palm Beach County.

The conference agreement includes $6,205,000 for the Upper
Mississippi River and Illinois Waterway study, the same as the
budget request. The purpose of this study is to address the need
for navigation capacity expansion on the Upper Mississippi River
and lllinois Waterway. The conferees believe that the environ-
mental component of the study should be limited to any impacts
associated with expanding the capacity of the two systems. There-
fore, the conferees direct the Corps of Engineers to not expand the
scope of the study such that its total cost exceeds that presented
in the current Project Management Plan. In addition, because of
the need for a timely review of future navigation needs on the
upper Mississippi River and Illinois Waterway, the conferees direct
the Corps to expedite work on the study and ensure that the Divi-
sion Engineer’s public notice on the feasibility report is issued no
later than December of 1999.

The Secretary of the Army is directed to initiate a general re-
evaluation report for the Truckee Meadows Flood Control project,
Nevada, authorized in the Water Resources Development Act of
1988. Of the $400,000 provided in the conference agreement for the
Lower Truckee River, Nevada, project, $50,000 is appropriated for
this investigation. The report will consider additional flood protec-
tion at and below Reno, Nevada, through levee/channel improve-
ments, local impoundments, and potential reoperation of existing
reservoirs in the watershed. The report will also consider the po-
tential for environmental restoration along the Truckee River and
tributaries in the Reno-Sparks area.

The conference agreement includes $600,000 for the Corps of
Engineers, in cooperation with the Bureau of Reclamation, to con-
tinue the feasibility study for lake stabilization in the Devils Lake
Basin of North Dakota as described in Public Law 102-377. The
conferees expect the Corps of Engineers to expedite planning for
emergency mitigation measures including emergency outlet options
to the Sheyenne River, upper basin storage, and enhanced diking.
The Corps of Engineers shall make its recommendations to the
Congress for upper basin storage and enhanced diking by March 1,
1996, and shall report on the status of the lake stabilization study
by September 30, 1996.

The conference agreement includes $559,000 for the Army
Corps of Engineers to continue preconstruction engineering and de-
sign for the Noyo Harbor Breakwater, California, project. The con-
ferees are aware of a proposal to utilize prefabricated steel struc-
tures in lieu of a stone breakwater, at considerably less cost than
the $22,900,000 now projected. Furthermore, the structures can be
fitted to generate electricity. The potential for reduced construction
costs, together with the ancillary benefit of wave power generation,
would facilitate local cost sharing. The conferees, therefore, direct
that the funds be utilized for efforts to validate the viability of
using these structures to serve as breakwaters, including modeling.
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The conference agreement includes the following amounts for
Coordination Studies With Other Agencies: Cooperation With
Other Agencies, $480,000; Section 22 Planning Assistance to
States, $2,000,000; Special Investigations, $3,400,000; Gulf of Mex-
ico Program, $300,000; Interagency Water Resources Development,
$1,000,000; National Estuary Program, $180,000; North American
Waterfowl Management Plan, $180,000; and $380,000 for the Pa-
cific Northwest Forest Case Study as described in the Senate Re-
port.

Within the funds available for the Flood Plain Management
Services Program, the conferees have provided $100,000 for a study
along the Jacks Defeat Creek watershed in Monroe County,
Indiana.

The conference agreement includes $30,432,000 for Corps of
Engineers research and development activities. Included in this
total is $23,732,000 for the Corps’ base research and development
program; $1,900,000 for evaluation of environmental investments;
$2,000,000 for earthquake engineering; $1,000,000 for zebra mussel
control; $1,500,000 for the characterization and restoration of wet-
lands; and $300,000 for the continuation of the Construction Tech-
nology Transfer Project between the Corps of Engineers’ research
institutions and Indiana State University.

Amendment No. 2: The conference agreement includes lan-
guage providing $375,000 for the Norco Bluffs, California, project,
as provided for in the House and Senate bills; restores House lan-
guage stricken by the Senate for the Ohio River Greenway, Indi-
ana, project amended to provide $500,000 instead of $1,000,000 as
proposed by the House; includes language proposed by the Senate
for the Kentucky Lock and Dam, Kentucky, project amended to
provide $2,000,000 instead of $2,500,000 as proposed by the Sen-
ate; restores House language stricken by the Senate providing
$300,000 for the Mussers Dam, Pennsylvania, project; and includes
language proposed by the Senate providing $300,000 for the West
Virginia Port Development, West Virginia, project. The conference
agreement also deletes language contained in the House and Sen-
ate bills providing funds for the Indianapolis Central Waterfront,
Indiana, project. Funding for this project has been included under
Construction, General.

The conference agreement also includes language for a water-
shed study in the vicinity of Hazard, Kentucky, using previously
appropriated funds. The Corps of Engineers is directed to prepare
a reconnaissance level study addressing flood control, water supply
and water quality needs as well as opportunities for environmental
restoration in the Upper Kentucky River basin. In particular, the
Corps is directed to evaluate the potential to reallocate excess stor-
age in existing Corps lakes and alternatives thereto, for the pur-
pose of providing additional water supply capability to meet ex-
panding regional needs.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

Amendment No. 3: Appropriates $804,573,000 for Construc-
tion, General instead of $807,846,000 as proposed by the House
and $778,456,000 as proposed by the Senate.
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The conferees understand that the Acting Assistant Secretary
of the Army for Civil Works determined on September 1, 1995, that
the Army Corps of Engineers will cost share the project for design
deficiency correction of the Klamath-Glen Levee in Del Norte Coun-
ty, California, under the same financial terms as the original con-
struction. This is in accordance with the technical conclusions of
the Initial Appraisal Report of the San Francisco District Engineer,
entitled “Terwer Creek Erosion, Klamath-Glen Levee, Klamath
River, Del Norte County, California”’, March 1994. In view of this
determination, and so that the necessary repairs can begin as
quickly as possible, the Secretary of the Army is directed to utilize
funds appropriated in this or prior appropriations Acts for the
project.

The Corps of Engineers may allocate up to $150,000 of the
funds provided for the Central and Southern Florida Project Re-
view Study or from other sources, for the purpose of initiating a
study to determine whether the construction of a wastewater reuse
facility in Dade County, Florida, should be incorporated within the
overall project authorization upon receipt of necessary approval.
Such reuse facility would be intended to increase the supply of sur-
face water to the Everglades system and Everglades National Park,
in turn benefiting recreation and enhancing fish and wildlife.

The conference agreement includes $78,800,000 for the Colum-
bia River Juvenile Fish Mitigation, Washington and Oregon, pro-
gram as proposed by the Senate instead of $68,800,000 as proposed
by the House. Of the funds provided, $1,000,000 is available for ad-
vanced planning and design for public and private facilities affected
by the operation of the John Day project at minimum pool levels.
The conferees share the concern of both the Senate and the House
regarding the costs and justification for the John Day drawdown as
an effective method for salmon recovery. To date, the conferees
have not been provided with any scientific evidence supporting the
drawdown; therefore, the Administration is directed to provide sci-
entific justification of the project as an effective means of salmon
recovery along with any further requests for funding. Considering
the extraordinary cost of completing this project, if the Administra-
tion does not find significant benefits, the proposal should be aban-
doned altogether. The conferees also note that the mitigation nec-
essary to lower John Day Reservoir to minimum operating pool will
require specific authorization from Congress.

The conferees understand that rapid and substantial improve-
ment in fish passage in the Federal Columbia River power system
is a high priority. Accordingly, the conferees direct the Secretary of
the Army to independently evaluate annually the performance of
the Corps of Engineers in achieving improvements in fish passage
and to provide these evaluations to the Committees on Appropria-
tions. The conferees further direct the Corps and the Bonneville
Power Administration, in consultation with the National Marine
Fisheries Service, to develop a set of recommendations for improv-
ing the system by which fish passage improvements are designed,
tested and implemented at the Federal projects. These improve-
ments should seek to shorten the time requirements, reduce the
costs, and improve the biological success of fish passage projects.
The Corps and BPA should submit these recommendations to the
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Committees on Appropriations within six months of enactment of
this Act and should proceed to implement immediately reforms for
which they have the authority.

The Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, is directed to design and construct a Regional Visitors Cen-
ter in the vicinity of Shreveport, Louisiana, to provide information
to the public on the Red River Basin, national and local water re-
sources development of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the
Red River Waterway Project. The Regional Visitors Center is to be
constructed using funds appropriated for construction of the Red
River Waterway Project, and will be operated and maintained
using funds appropriated for operation and maintenance of the wa-
terway.

The conferees wish to emphasize their continued support for
the Corps of Engineers Continuing Authorities Programs. These
programs, which require only modest amounts of budgetary re-
sources, have proven to be of great value and are particularly im-
portant to many small communities throughout the Nation. There-
fore, the conferees direct the Secretary of the Army, acting through
the Chief of Engineers, to continue the planning, engineering, and
design of projects under all of the continuing authorities programs
whether or not they will be approved for construction by the end
of fiscal year 1996, initiate new projects under normal procedures
for the continuing authorities programs, and continue budgeting
these programs in fiscal year 1997 and beyond.

For the Emergency Streambank and Erosion Control (Section
14) program, the conferees direct the Corps of Engineers to under-
take the projects identified in the House Report. In addition, the
conference agreement includes $242,000 for the project to provide
erosion protection for the Russell-Allison Levee along the Wabash
River in Lawrence County, lllinois, and $325,000 for repair of the
Ohio River levee in Marietta, Ohio. For the Small Flood Control
Projects (Section 205) program, the conferees direct the Corps of
Engineers to undertake the projects identified in the House and
Senate Reports. In addition, the conference agreement includes
$200,000 for the Corps of Engineers to initiate and complete a fea-
sibility study to control flooding at the town of Sumava Resorts, In-
diana, and $65,000 for a feasibility study of the Bellepoint
floodwall, Frankfort, Kentucky, project. For the Small Beach Ero-
sion Control (Section 103) program, the conferees direct the Corps
of Engineers to undertake the Aqua Hedionda Lagoon project in
Carlsbad, California, as described in the House Report. For the
Project Modifications for the Improvement of the Environment
(Section 1135) program, the conference agreement includes funds
for the projects identified in the House Report and also includes
$100,000 for the St. Paul Harbor, Alaska, project and $370,000 for
the Valdez Harbor, Alaska, project. For the Small Navigation
Projects (Section 107) program, the conference agreement includes
$1,000,000 for the Ouizinkie Harbor, Alaska, project, $500,000 for
the Larsen Bay Harbor, Alaska, project, $200,000 for the Williams-
burg, Alaska project, and $250,000 for the Tatitlik Harbor, Alaska,
project.

Amendment No. 4: The conference agreement includes lan-
guage in the bill for the following projects, which were funded at
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the same level in the House and Senate bills: Sacramento River
Flood Control Project (Glenn-Colusa Irrigation District), California
($300,000); Harlan, Kentucky ($12,000,000); Williamsburg, Ken-
tucky  ($4,100,000); Middlesboro,  Kentucky ($1,600,000);
Salyersville, Kentucky ($500,000); Glen Foerd, Pennsylvania
($200,000); Wallisville, Texas ($5,000,000); and Red River Emer-
gency Bank Protection, Arkansas and Louisiana ($6,600,000).

The conference agreement restores House language stricken by
the Senate providing funds for the San Timoteo Creek feature of
the Santa Ana River Mainstem, California, project ($5,000,000),
and the Indiana Shoreline Erosion, Indiana, project, ($1,500,000).

The conference agreement provides $13,348,000 for the Lake
Pontchartrain and Vicinity (Hurricane Protection), Louisiana,
project instead of $11,848,000 as proposed by the House and
$11,838,000 as proposed by the Senate; provides $2,500,000 for the
Red River below Denison Dam, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas,
project instead of $3,800,000 as proposed by the House and
$2,000,000 as proposed by the Senate; and provides $4,100,000 for
the Broad Top Region, Pennsylvania, project as proposed by the
House instead of $2,000,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conference agreement includes language proposed by the
Senate which provides $3,800,000 for repair and extension of the
Homer Spit, Alaska, project; provides $6,000,000 for the McClellan-
Kerr Arkansas River Navigation System, Arkansas, project, of
which $4,900,000 is for the Montgomery Point Lock and Dam; pro-
vides $700,000 for the Arkansas City, Kansas, project and waives
section 902 of Public Law 99-662; provides $670,000 for the Win-
field, Kansas, project; provides $2,300,000 for the Ouachita River
Levees, Louisiana, project; provides $710,000 for the Roughans
Point, Massachusetts, project; provides $850,000 for the Marshall,
Minnesota, project; provides $1,000,000 for the Ste. Genevieve,
Missouri, project; provides $1,100,000 for the Virginia Beach Ero-
sion Control and Hurricane Protection, Virginia, project; provides
$200,000 for the Hatfield Bottom, West Virginia, project; provides
$2,000,000 for the Upper Mingo, West Virginia, project; and pro-
vides that $1,120,000 shall be transferred to the Secretary of the
Interior for performing operation and maintenance activities at the
Columbia River Fishing Access Sites to be constructed in Oregon
and Washington.

The conferees have also included language in the bill that di-
rects the Secretary of the Army to acquire all or part of the Little
Holland Tract in California for wetlands restoration and waterfowl
and fishery habitat enhancement and/or mitigation purposes condi-
tioned on a determination made by the Secretary that acquisition
is in the Federal interest; and language that provides $3,500,000
for the South Central Pennsylvania Environmental Restoration
project.

The conferees are aware of the need for continued emergency
construction on the Red River between Index, Arkansas, and
Shreveport, Louisiana. However, due to bank caving problems that
may be induced by the previously funded Sulfur Revetment now
under construction, the conference agreement includes $6,600,000
to initiate and complete design and construction of the Canale Re-
vetment in lieu of the Dickson Revetment.
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The conferees direct the Secretary of the Army, acting through
the Chief of Engineers, to extend the levee identified in Plan B of
the approved draft specific project report for Williamsburg, Ken-
tucky, dated April 1993, by approximately 2,000 feet upstream
using funds provided for this project.

For the Lake Pontchartrain and Vicinity (Hurricane Protec-
tion) project, the conference agreement includes an additional
$4,000,000 to continue construction of parallel protection along the
Orleans and London Avenue outfall canals, and an additional
$1,500,000 for the project to intercept and convey landside runoff
from Jefferson Parish lakefront levees. The conferees agree that
the landside runoff project is not a separable element of the Lake
Pontchartrain and Vicinity (Hurricane Protection) project and di-
rect that future budget requests for the Lake Pontchartrain and Vi-
cinity (Hurricane Protection) project include funding for landside
runoff.

The amount provided for the Red River below Denison Dam
project includes $500,000 to continue the Bowie County Levee,
Texas, portion of the project. The conferees direct the Corps of En-
gineers to continue to prepare plans and specifications for restora-
tion or replacement of the Bowie County Levee as authorized by
the Flood Control Act of 1946 for incorporation into the Federal
levee system to provide the same level of protection as the adjoin-
ing Miller County Levee in Arkansas under the terms and condi-
tions of section 3 of the Flood Control Act of 1936, Public Law 74—
738.

The funds to be transferred to the Secretary of the Interior for
Columbia River Fishing Access Sites provide for the capitalized op-
eration and maintenance costs for phase | sites. In addition, the
conference agreement includes $600,000 for engineering and design
of an additional six Bonneville pool sites planned under phase IlI.

On September 22, 1995, the Acting Assistant Secretary of the
Army for Civil Works advised the House and Senate Committees
of a proposal to enter into a Section 215 agreement with the city
of Arkansas City, Kansas, to provide for a credit toward the local
contribution for certain work to be performed by the city in connec-
tion with the authorized Arkansas City flood control project. The
conferees have no objection to that proposal and the Secretary may
immediately execute the agreement with the understanding that
the credit will not exceed the statutory limit of Section 215 of Pub-
lic Law 90-483, as amended.

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, ARKANSAS, IL-
LINOIS, KENTUCKY, LOUISIANA, MISSISSIPPI, MISSOURI, AND TEN-
NESSEE

Due to the severe budgetary situation, the conference agree-
ment includes; $307,885,000 for the Flood Control, Mississippi
River and Tributaries, project, which is the same as the amount
provided by the House and the Senate and $11,365,000 below the
budget request. At the same time, the conferees recognize the im-
portance of this project to the Nation. The conferees agree that the
reductions made to the individual features within the Mississippi
River and Tributaries project were made without prejudice and ex-
pect the Corps of Engineers to manage the project, including the
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reprogramming of funds where necessary, to derive the maximum
benefit from the funds provided.

The conferees are aware that the Corps of Engineers no longer
requires the use of lands in the Vidalia, Louisiana, area previously
used for casting and storage of articulated concrete mats used for
construction of the Mississippi River and Tributaries project. In the
interest of public safety and environmental restoration, the con-
ferees direct the Corps of Engineers to use up to $900,000 of the
funds available for the Mississippi River and Tributaries project to
return lands to acceptable environmental condition now that the
casting operations have ceased.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

Amendment No. 5: Appropriates $1,703,697,000 for Operation
and Maintenance, General instead of $1,712,123,000 as proposed
by the House and $1,696,998,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conferees recognize that flooding in the wake of Typhoon
Oscar, which resulted in a Presidential disaster declaration in
Southcentral Alaska, devastated the harbor at Seward, Alaska, just
as the winter season was approaching. The Corps of Engineers is,
therefore, encouraged to expedite work using available funds, in-
cluding such contractual economies of effort with the City of Sew-
ard and the State of Alaska as are necessary in the judgment of
the District Engineer, to restore full use to the port and port facili-
ties impacted by the flooding.

The conference agreement includes $280,000 for the Pearl
River, Mississippi and Louisiana, project, the same as the budget
request. These funds are to be used to maintain the project in care-
taker status and correct any safety problems, including lighting
and boat trolley system improvements, at Pool's Bluff Sill and
other lock locations.

Upon resolution of the status of the section 401 permit, the
Corps of Engineers may use $250,000 of available funds to resume
design work on the proposed expansion of the Renard Isle confined
disposal facility at Green Bay Harbor, Wisconsin.

Amendment No. 6: Provides $5,926,000 for the Raystown Lake,
Pennsylvania, project as proposed by the House instead of
$3,426,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 7: Inserts language proposed by the Senate
which directs the Secretary of the Army to maintain a minimum
conservation pool of 475.5 feet at the Wister Lake, Oklahoma,
project.

REGULATORY PROGRAM

The conferees agree with the language contained in the House
and Senate Reports for the Regulatory Program of the Corps of En-
gineers. In addition, the conferees understand that the Corps of
Engineers has under review an application by the City of East Chi-
cago, Indiana, for the construction of a breakwater in Lake Michi-
gan. The conferees expect the Corps to work with the city toward
an expeditious resolution to the permitting process.
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GENERAL EXPENSES

Amendment No. 8: Appropriates $151,500,000 for General Ex-
penses instead of $150,000,000 as proposed by the House and
$153,000,000 as proposed by the Senate and provides that the
funds shall remain available until expended as proposed by the
Senate.

Amendment No. 9: Restores language proposed by the House
and stricken by the Senate limiting the funds available for general
administration and related functions in the Office of the Chief of
Engineers with an amendment providing that not to exceed
$62,000,000 shall be available for that purpose instead of
$60,000,000 as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 10: Inserts language proposed by the Senate
which provides that the plan for reducing the number of division
offices which the Secretary of the Army is directed to develop and
submit to the Congress shall be submitted to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works of the Senate and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House of Representatives
and amends language contained in the House and Senate bills
which provides that the division office plan shall not change the
function of any district office by adding the words “any civil” before
“function”. This amendment is necessary to clarify that it is not the
intent of the conferees to prohibit the Corps of Engineers from
making necessary adjustments in mission and function of districts
handling military construction to accommodate the shrinking mili-
tary workload.

GENERAL PROVISIONS
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL

Amendment No. 11: Deletes language proposed by the House
and stricken by the Senate which provides that the Corps of Engi-
neers shall advertise for competitive bid at least 7,500,000 cubic
yards of the hopper dredge volume accomplished with Government-
owned dredges in fiscal year 1992 and which further provides that
none of the funds available to the Corps of Engineers may be used
to undertake improvements or major repair of the hopper dredge
McFARLAND and inserts similar language proposed by the Senate.
The Senate language differs from the House language in that it
permits the Corps of Engineers to expend funds to maintain the
McFARLAND'’s current operational condition and in that it in-
cludes an additional subsection relating to the use of the four
Corps of Engineers hopper dredges, which has been amended by
the conference agreement to provide that if any of the Corps’ hop-
per dredges is removed from normal service for repair or rehabilita-
tion, the Secretary of the Army shall not significantly alter the op-
erating schedules of the remaining dredges.

Amendment No. 12: Inserts language proposed by the Senate
which provides that none of the funds appropriated in this Act or
otherwise available to the Corps of Engineers may be used for ac-
tivities associated with moving the Corps’ headquarters office to
the Southeast Federal Center with an amendment which clarifies
that this limitation on the use of funds does not apply to the use
of funds required to process any Department of the Army permits,
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and makes technical corrections to Section 102, which modifies the
authorization for the Manistique Harbor, Michigan, project.

Amendment No. 13: Inserts language proposed by the Senate
which modifies the authorization for the Petersburg, West Virginia,
project by increasing the total estimated cost to $26,600,000, with
an estimated first Federal cost of $19,195,000 and an estimated
first non-Federal cost of $7,405,000.

Amendment No. 14: Inserts language proposed by the Senate
which authorizes the Secretary of the Army to accept from a non-
Federal sponsor additional lands, not to exceed 300 acres, at the
Cooper Lake and Channels, Texas, project and further authorizes
the Secretary, upon acceptance of those lands, to redesignate an
amount of mitigation lands, not to exceed 300 acres, to recreation
purposes. The amendment also provides that the lands accepted
from the non-Federal sponsor shall provide habitat value at least
equal to that provided by the lands redesignated to recreation pur-
poses and that all costs of work to be undertaken pursuant to the
amendment shall be borne by the donating sponsor.

Amendment No. 15: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
which directs the Secretary of the Army to take such actions as are
necessary to obtain and maintain an elevation of 977 feet above sea
level at the Lake Traverse, South Dakota and Minnesota, project
and inserts the new sections described below.

Section 106 authorizes the Secretary of the Army to undertake
the Indianapolis, Indiana, project authorized by Section 5 of Public
Law 74-738 as modified to include certain riverfront alterations as
described in the Corps of Engineers Central Indianapolis Water-
front Concept Master Plan, dated February, 1994. Non-Federal
funds expended on or after the date of the Corps of Engineers re-
port on items and outlined for construction in the Corps’ document
shall be applied to the non-Federal cost-sharing requirements.

Section 107 modifies section 313 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992, the South Central Pennsylvania Environ-
mental Restoration Infrastructure and Resource Protection Devel-
opment Pilot Program. The modification includes changes to the
consultation requirements to reflect a revised geographic scope, an
increase in the authorized funding level, and several technical
changes. The conferees have also included $3,500,000 under the
Construction, General account to accomplish high priority work
under the section 313 authority.

Section 108 authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Army
to proceed with engineering, design, and construction of projects to
provide for flood control and improvements to rainfall drainage sys-
tems in Jefferson, Orleans, and St. Tammany Parishes in Louisi-
ana. The conferees are aware of the disastrous floods due to tor-
rential rainfalls that occurred in southeast Louisiana in May of
1995, which resulted in the loss of seven lives, inundation of over
35,000 homes, and estimated property and infrastructure losses ex-
ceeding $3,000,000,000. This event produced the second highest
number of flood insurance claims ever for a flood event. In addi-
tion, between 1978 and 1989, flood insurance claims for this area
totaled $227,000,000. Therefore, because of the urgent need to pre-
vent such disasters from recurring, the conferees have directed the
Secretary of the Army to proceed immediately with economically
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justified flood control improvements that have been identified in re-
ports of the Corps of Engineers’ New Orleans District Engineer. No
further feasibility studies are required for the projects authorized
in this section. The conferees intend that the cost-sharing require-
ments between the Federal and non-Federal interests be consistent
with the provisions for flood control and hurricane protection
projects, as appropriate, in the Water Resources Development Act
of 1986, except that the non-Federal sponsor shall receive credit, as
part of the non-Federal share of the cost of these projects, for any
work accomplished subsequent to those reports as determined by
the Secretary of the Army to be a compatible and integral part of
the projects. The projects include, but are not limited to, pumping
station and channel improvements in Jefferson and Orleans Par-
ishes, channel improvements along Mile Creek in Covington, hurri-
cane protection along the Lake Pontchartrain shoreline in
Mandeville, and hurricane protection and improved drainage in the
Schneider Canal area in Slidell. An amount of $25,000,000 has
been authorized for the Corps to proceed with work on these
projects.

Section 109 directs the Secretary of the Army to convey land
at the Dewey Lake, Kentucky, project to the City of Prestonsburg,
Kentucky, for the development of public use recreational facilities
and to further regional economic development.

Amendment No. 16: Inserts language proposed by the Senate
which authorizes the Secretary of the Army to undertake the Coos
Bay, Oregon, project in accordance with the Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated June 30, 1994, at a total cost of $14,541,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $10,777,000 and an estimated non-
Federal cost of $3,764,000, and changes the section number.



24

000°051 000°vEL ——- ooonvnu ........ YO ‘N33u0 JININWIND NvS .mZ«.-wﬂozw ALNNOD NINWW (da4)
—— go“8~ ——- §.3N Y3 VWY WISVOO NGITww (dS)
——— 000°'08Y —— 000'09% WYd 33 VINYS 9 SMOYNVN HITLLIHM)ANS ¥ SNOD HILVM VOOVY1 (3dS)
- 000 '00¥ - 000°00F Y3 “(SWvg 23407 ¢ NISNYH)INS 7 SNOD ¥3iVM VOOV (3dS)
—— 000 0S¢ — —— ‘ Y3 ‘G3IMSUILVM AINNOD TVIYICNT
000°'0LY ——— 000’0l ——= ¥2 ‘{ONIN3J33Q) AvE OGNV HOBUYH 1G106WM {N)
000°08 ——— 000’08 = YD 'HMOBUVH ALLID ANIDSIWO (N}
~m- 000'0SZ — 000°092 ¥O 'HOBNYH A11D IN3IOSI¥D (N)
p— 000°691 o 000°691 Srrrrearirssaresiiiiesiisialy VO ‘SVLINIONI 40 ALID  (dS)
— 000°00¢ —— - STYO "NOILVYOLSIY FUNLIONYLSVHAINT WILVYM VIQYIWY 40 ALID
- 000°8LE - . 000°8LE YO ‘10310ud HILVMONNOWD NISVD IWHINID (3d4S)
000°'000'€ ——— 000°000°C .- YO ‘Q3HSYILVAM Y3AIB NVOINIWY  (DJ)
VINNO4ITVO
_— 000°09F —_— 000°0g¥ Prrreeretseiiensiisiiiieens XL T UY ‘NOAVE AINNINON  (ddd)
—— 000°03Z . 000°09Z Perarmreseessiianiniinets Y "HLING 14OJ 'HONVME AV (ddd)
— 000082 -—- - Trerreerereniiienee ‘MY 'NI3HO VNONL 'MIATY SYSNVRWV
—— 000°00¢ —-— bt ¥Y ‘NOAVE MNTd "33A3T NIATY SYENNY
SYSNY
— 000091 — 000084 Grerrrreaseeaeiea Zv ‘V3WV OVNIVWG NOSONL  (d04)
——- 000’00t -—— 000°00€C @ ftiUrrettecenrraetesveseren 2V "¥3ATY 16 “OOVIVS OIY  (dOd)
— 000°00Z — g : preveeserrens ST SENNLS Zv ‘pvid 30 OIY
— 000 00€ —— 00000z ‘it Zy_‘v3uY ZOWNIVHQ VIII0NOL ‘MIATY VIID (dd4)
- 000'00% - 00000 DRI ZY ‘YANA O WO 31483110 "¥IAIN VIID  (d0d)
——- 000°00L -—= - o NISVE ¥IAIY 20O YINVS .mw—s.—anxh T YIAIY VIID
——— 000°'0SY —— 000" 00F P V3dY JOWNIVHG 3TVOSLIO0S N 'SIIUVANGINL ¥ WIAIY V1D  (dgd)
o 000 00T . 000700z cresrerereanenl TORRRTRAL AT WNOZIUY I Owviv  (dod)
—— 000°94t —— —— {N)
- 00908 ¢ -— 000'001 (K
- 000°001 - 000001 (N)
—— 000°08C R 000°00Z (N)
o 000°921 —— 000°9L1 (N)
000°981 -— 000°981 ——— it
-— 000°0¢ —— 000°0L (R)
000° 262 ——— 000°2€2 - N)
- 000°001 —— 000°00Z {3d8)
—-— 000 ‘802 - 000°80C (N}
— 000°08 - - o)
—— 000" 952 - 000°9EZ (N
wvayy
DNINNYId SNOILVYDILSIANI ONINNYd SNOILYDILSIANI 103roNd
SONVMOTTY JONIYIINOD $31WVNI1S3 13DON8 31111 LO3roYd 40 3dAL

SNOILVOILSIANI TWHINID - SHIINIONI 3O SJ¥0D



25

—— 000°04¢ -— 0008046  TTrroreecccescetercerisecs O ‘NISVE Y3IATY WILVYMILIMM  (dOd)

——— MMW““MM ——— wme o Tretes ¥O "INTIIHOHS ALNNOD <¢(w¢<n VINYS GNY WANIN3A

- 000 ‘99T - 000°S8T

- ——— - 000°0v2

—— 000°081 - 000°08 4

- 000°992 -— 000’892

000 ° 0S¢t - 000°0%¢€ ——-

000°08 —-— 000°08 ———

et 000°18 - 000° 18

000°' 08T -—— 000092 —

000001 - ' 000°001 -

- 000031 -—- -—-

- 000002 - -—

-—- 000’00y -— -

--- 000° 008 - 000°009

000°00Z 000°0¥ -~ 000° 0¥

- 000081 - —==

- 000 1£1 - 000121

——— 000°00¢ - 0007004

- 000 00§ ——- 000° 008

— 000°001 o 000°00¢

w—— 000°32t — 08“»«—

——— ——e - 000'0vZ

- 000'00¢ — 000 00¢

——— 000°082 -— 000‘031

--- 000°00Z - -

—— 000008 - 000°001

-—- 000062 — 000062

—— ooc“s‘ -— co0'008 00 Tttt

——— 000°001 o - 1100 ‘NOTIVHOLGIN IVANINNOUTANI WIATY NVISBMY

000°09L —— 000°092 - V) ‘(ONIN34330) HOVIE g.— 30 1¥Od (M)

huiuied 000" 00 pabted 000°00F oot dURRRSRRRNLER VD ‘IWINBNH 1¥Od N

— 000522 . 000°STE  trrteeerteetressssssessacciianes ¥0_'MOBYVH INI0d Nv111d N

-— 000°00Z - 000 8CE R N aTod VI

000008 — 08.80 @ SUiterrstesReiiesicneen ¥d ‘ITIIANOGIVM 1V W3AIN OWYIvd (9d)

000 ‘898 - 000°889 -— o W * (WILVYAYYINE) JORUVH OGNV Y3IAIY OAON N

s 000" 9.8 i P .<u "§44N18 OOHON

— 000 08T —— 000°08T 2 Crrcctrircrereserarecesrarieeeny YO “UOGUWH AVE L1YOJMIN (N}

— 000°00T e — T'W) ‘NOILVHOLS3V HSUWH 17vS ‘N3AIY VdwN

000’ 282 — 000° 62 coe o reereseresesesn L STIRRSESL TEURTL S v9 'MATH VaWN (24

- 000:00¢ - 000°008  Ctottroitttctcciecs 3 ‘NISVE MIATY VOnA !mc.: YO N {dQ3)

-— 000002 - 000°00Z  CCettroteccttrecte Y3 ‘ALINIOIA 9 SVUILNIM .g_.n YO N (dad)

——— 000°00¢ - 000°00¢ VUOIN HSId UIATY OLNIWVEOVE ‘SWVINLIS VO N (dad)

- 000 :00€ - Sew o neeeriReltTiRIESLL IR ¥ ‘%3340 3I00IN 'SWV3NIS VD N

—— 000°'00Z - 000° 00T 0 'NOILYHOLS3Y TYININNOYIAND N33¥D FHOVO 'SWVIULE YO N (d0d)

——— 000002 - 000°00Z W Crrertrrocrectesee ¥J “%IFUD VNOTIVE ONV AI¥ TIQ YNIUWM N)
ONTNNVId SNOTLIVOILGIANT  DNINNVd SNOLLVDILSIANI 123roud

BONVMOTTIV JONIHIINGD $3LVNILE3 130008 FULIL 103roNd 40 3dAL

SNOILVOILSIANT IVH3NID ~ SHIINTONI 40 SdH0d



26

——= 000°00Z it 00000z 0 ettt IH 'NHVO "AGNLIS TOUINOD 0001d WYINLS 3NTIVM En,u
——- 0000t ——- [ D IH "IOVW ‘NOGYYN QNODIS I1nvw N
000°'041 = 000°'0L1 me= o Terrerrasesients IH “1viw) "MOGNYH LvO@ TIVNS VIOVININ (N
-—- 000°00Z .o oopo0r 00 ettt TH "AHYO "NOIAVOIAI0OW NODWYH LNIOd Su3auvE (N
IIVMVH
--- 000°ZEC - 000°ZEC  rrriUeceericeccceririces YO ‘NOISNIIXI MOGUWH HYNNVAYS (N)
—— —— —— 000°0¢C} tee TWD ‘WG ¥ 00T 43NT1A HVINIVAYE MIN (DY)
000°082 === 000" 092 - ©*08 T YO ‘NISVE UIATY HVNNVAYS Y3IMO] (N
-—= 00092 = 000°9% "8 9 YD 'NISVE WIAIE HVIIWAYE VM0 (N
_— 000°00¢ — 000008 teecrrresecsesesersioanootollt >3 v NOBMYN XOTMENAYE ™
—-— 000°0ST - 000°086 0 ccccrrrrerenretrerevescres VO ‘AONLS QIHGUILWVM VINVILY (3dE
Y1D¥oIo
00000 — 000'00F mem  ssravssssssecssassesesserreessrasias 14 ‘L3INT 31oM 1S ™
g cez —— Q00'LEL " trerrtetressesstscecsisisanens ‘43T NOT1 30 FOMOd (N
000° S8 — 00098 Db T R LEE L L LR R TR TR 13 VORI AL1D VINNVd Y
000°Gi¥ — 000°S ¥ mmm ssereesdassessaresansressrseens 4 'SIMVI ALIO YWWNVY (38
—— 000°001 — S T T E EE R R TIN 14 ‘WS VI106VWVS 0011
o 000°¥LY —— DOO'WIF  crereteeesssrececdssisioiisians T _“NORYVH_ ITIIANORNNT ™
000°00E — 0008° 00t — seeerersenensneaneneesaaeneeaDe 3T L) OMOBSTIIN N
o~ 000°Zt1 —— DOO'ZEN  tretretcessreccasuriccciecaees 14 "SIVONS HOVEE WNOLAVD  (dS
— 000°099 — 000°DGL  Crteretrreessecesseiricisis 14 ‘AONLS VOIYOld 40 1SV0D  (dod
— 000'201 — 000°L08  eteterreestsescassrseiiaasiisasenny N4 CALNKD OUVANE  (dS
00008l -—= == L T4 TALNOGD HOVES WIvd T TVISVOOVMIND JTINVILY
YOI4074
©00°002 — 000° 002 e eestesnessesasrmsrtasesseanne ALINIOTA ® D0 ‘NOLONIHEYN  (24)
VIGWNI00 JO 1DINA8I0
000°08L — 000°08L - TTU¥Wd T ‘(N ‘30 "ONINSJIRG JINNWHO NIV VIAIM Jwviviig (N}
— 000°S¥!i - 000°9v4 0 ‘ONYIST ¥OIMNZZ OL N3JOINH 3dvO WOMd LSVOD J¥VVIIG (dS)
--- 000°089 — 000°088  ccroecocerererieecefente N T 30 "INILLEVOD AVE JWVMYVI20 (dS)
- 000°¢8 -— 000° LS d330) ON 9 30 ‘STINNVIHO NNOO WOH JUOWILTVE - TYNYD 070 N)
vMVI30
—— 000°99 —— 000’99  Ttrerttrecenre 10 ‘ONICOOTS TVLBVOD LINJTLOINNCD TWIINID  (d0Jd)
ANOTLIINNOD
ONINNVId SHOLLVOILISIANT  DNINNVIJ SNOELVOTLSIANT 103r0ud
JONVMOTTY IINIYIINOD S3LIVWILS2 139008 3414 103r0Nd 30 3dAL

SHOTLVOIISIANT TVU3NID ~ SYUIINIONI H0 SdudD



27

——— 000°009°2 - 000°009°¢  triett NI 9 71 ‘AN 'AONLS WILSNIVW MIATY OTHO/KMOLNOINN  (N)
- 000 00€ - 000 00F ANONININ NYIHLHON *TLYNNIONID 4O NOIDJY¥ NVAIIOJOMIIN  (dOd)
—- 000°00( e 000°00} AN "ASIMHLNOS 'ITVIASINOT NYLITOMOHIIN (dQd)
000’00t - 000 ‘00§ -~- AN “N3ZHD GNOJ 'IVIIASINOT NVLIIOdOWLIM (D4}
- 000°0¢Z -—- 000° 042 AN ‘NIFUO SSVYOUVIB 'ITVTASINGT WYLITOMOHLIIM (dJ4)
- 00000 —— - AN TALINNCD 3L13AVS NOLONIX3Y NvLITOdONLIN
— -—= o00°L8¥'Y  ~-- NI 3 AX “WYG ONV SXD01 INIJWOR ()
000°000°2  --—- --- -~ A¥ 'NOTLIOGY WYO GNY %007 ANORUNIN (N}
—-— 000° 08 - - 9 ON WvQ ONV D07 WIATY N3auo
—— - 000°0£9 g . $3 'GIATINIM ()
— 000001 9co Q00001 trreetessessecsionsiieiiiiilloiiillll o vy hoaie (o4
--- 000’ L1t -—- 000° 111 1M 3 5 NISYE N3JUO ABWNL  (dad)
-—- 00009t ~—- 000°08 | 83 ‘WN3doL (doM)
--- 000°00C ——— 000°00Z £% 'WNITVS  (do¥)
- 000°9LY ——- 000°'SLY $H_C1LP-09%4 9 9991 SLIND 'W3LSAS 33AZY ¥IAIM INNOSEIN  (dOW)
— 8734 - 0007sLy  SY [MLPTO9YH 3 999) SLIND (w3l Hadh A LR L L
SVEN
- 000'09 - 000°08  tertonreireess OW 9 31 "Y1 'S$3IAIT BIAIN IddISSISEIN (dQd)
. 0. - gl RPN Lot 2 SR I8 £ £ i I S ey daa)
wiot
—m 000°822 - 000°€3} OV3Y 31G0IN) 71 ¥ NI ‘IAISHIHIUONOO NISVE UIATY HSVGVM  (dOd)
205008 oo - oooEai  OvAR 3)00Im 1Y NI CIATSHAHNY T AV NS WIATY e
—— - - 000942 TINT '(INTIYONS YNVIGNT) NOLLOZIOWS 00014 ¥3AIW OIHO  (dQd)
-— 000°09 - 000709 crocrrrecielswesuu NI_"¥3A0 ‘NISVE UIAIM L13MNIVD IULIY  (dOd)
- 600001 -— cgo'oor e NI ‘dIHSNWOL LIWTWVO ‘NISVE NIATY LIIWNIVO 3LLTT  (ddd)
000°00Z 0008 —-- 00088 ccocerreresreReeen NI '(HLYON) HIATY 3JLIMM "SITOVNVIGNI (dad)
- 000°SZ e 000°5Z IT_“HOGNVM NVOINVM  {dau)
- 000°802°8 ~- 000°902°9 ON_'NW 'YI ‘1 ‘AONLS AWN SIONITYI ¥ IJJISSISSIN W3ddh (dou)
- 000002 - 000002 I1_0DVOIHO 1SVIHINGS (e0d)
. 200.90¢ — s 20+ O OO PR & 0 4 T o e (ao)
000'091 ——— 000081 - T 10TUISIO 33AFT ONV JOVNIVHG QOOMLNN  (Od)
- 00080t ——— 0007801  trrrrreeeceeees e SRR AR BN L TR 91 _*140d334  (40¥)
—— 0G0 Z9€E - 000°Z9¢ 31 '¥3AIN SINIVId 630 (dOd)
000" 0OY - 000°00Y - 1 _INITIUONS OOVOIHD  (38)
—— 000's¢) ——- 000'sLL 1 ‘SITINNDO INEVING ONY MIONVXITY (d0d)
STONITIT

ONINNYd SNOLLYDIISIANT ONINNVId SNOLLYDILS3ANT 193royd

JONVMOTIV 30N3Y34NOD $3LVWI153 1390N8

311 L0Iroud 40 3dAL

SNOILVOILSIANI IVHINID - SHIINIONI 4O SdN0D



28

- - ——- ooo'se Tt MW AZTIVA MIATH VIOSINNIW - YIAIY FNNIL 30 3WWOd  (3d3)

- 5607081 oo 000MSL,  LIIIINm (AFNIYA UAATY VIOSINNIN. - YIAY 3 e s ena {34
VIOSINNTN

000°00L o o PP IN ‘3IHVW 3LE 10VS
NVDIHOIN

000°981 — o e i itedeeere e VI ‘HOGUVH NOLSOB (N

-—- 000001 - 000" 00¢ :

—— 000°03t ——— 000°00¢

- 000" a3t -— 000' 0S¢t

-—- 000039 -— 000°08%

-— ——— -— 000'092

—— 000'00Z - 000°00Z

- 000'9€E -—- 000°SEE

— 000°009 --- 000° 009

- 000° 162 - 000 162

000°08 - 000°08 -

b 000°00Z - 000°00€¢

——= 000°0SY —— 000° 0S¥

000°00L°1 === 000°001°t  ~—=

- 000°008 == -

000°001°1 == 000'001°t  =-- )

000°001 - 000°001 - )

—— 000°09 -— 000°03 )

-— 000°sZ - 000°ST (N}

- 00000t -— - ()

-— 000" £89 — 000' Ly VANV TOVUONONY NZD OMY SOVAnIE IS JINE S3WWHO IV (N)

-—- 000°¥ET —_— 000’ ¥t V1 ‘HSIuvd ILLIAVAYT (dad)

-— 000° 008 - 000°009 V1 "HSIWVe NOSWIA43r (dad)

- 000° 005 -— 000" 009 V1 _‘SH007 AVMUILVM VASVDOVMINI  (N)

000°008 - 000°006 - V) 'HSIMYd 30nCY NOAVA i6V3  (0d4)

900,008 o 000.0%8 DD L Y IR, Lo M I S

-— 000°001 - 000°'001 V1 ‘MINOIOHINVE NOAVE  (dad)

--- 000002 -—- --- SAIUVANGINL ONV WAATH LTWV
WYISINO1

DNINNY SNOLLVOTISIANT  ONINNYA SNOLLYOILSIANI 123r0Md

JONVMOTTV JDNINIAN0D S3AVNILSI 1390n8 FL1L 193r08d 40 3dAL

SNOILVOILSIANT TIWYINID ~ SHIINIDNI 40 §4Y0D



29

—_— 000 Sy ~— 000°SY ‘SIIYVLINGIYL aNY JUSAIY S003d NOANVD YYVG/OAOUNY AMOOY  (dad)
- oan'zee - 000°2€T  terreccereces W 'YI0NYd53 OL WVO NInoiey SWWYHD 30 OI¥  (3dS)
000’002 o 000 °00¢ TP WH CALINTOIA ONV OSVd 13 $30MiD Sv1  (0d)
——= 000 811 —— ooo‘gtt 0 e WN ‘SITHVINGTEL ONV ONVUD OIN ‘AIVIVA YIONVES3 (dad)
OOIXIN MIN
- 000’08 - 000°08 e TN “L3INT AV 34vD OL L3I SONISNMOL  (dS)
— ——— - 00008  trreenereeecnesec FN ‘dIHSNAOL NOLBONIMS 'MOO¥E ANOLS  (3dS)
-~ 600’ 00¢ | == go0°‘sT et R CN_CNISVE UIAIY NVLIVVY NIAIN HANOB  (dQd)
000°009°¢€ === 000°009°¢ m—— e N NIGYE-GNS NOOUD HIZND ‘NISYE UIAIY Nvilvwvd  (04)
- 000°'0L9 —— 000°0Z9  crceteetrcecciectene N "AVE YOOM AQHVS QNV AVE NVLINWY  (dS)
—— Qoo0'Zg - 000°2s ‘ (HOW3E QOOMI4110) AVE NOOM AGNVS ONV AVE NVLIINWVM  (dS)
000°00% —— 00000y - ..5:!@._. INOWIUYTO “STIINNYHD INBWCOY OGNV NOH MEOL MIN (N)
——= 000°' 08T - 000°06Z N *13IN1 AVDINWVE OL 13] NVNOSYNWW  (dJS)
000°£96 o 000°£96 — N “ALNNCO NIOW3Q ‘MIATY T00VE M3IMOT  (Dd)
- 000°08¢ - 000°0SE N "INIOJ AV 34YD ~ BMOOGVIN AVW 3d4vO W3IMOT1  (dS)
- 000'08Z - 000°06Z N °LI W ONISHMOL OL 13INI ©0D3 IV3WD  (dS)
— 000°911 - 000°SIt FN CA3INT HOBWWH D03 LYND OL LIINI INIINVDINE  (dS)
--- 000°083 il —— N “13IN1 993 371117 OL L13INI AvD3Nuve
AJSYIr M3IN
— 000° 00y —— mmm 4aessssreseicsicascernisisieaan AN “UIATY IINONNL MIMOT  (dad)
VQVAIN
000°00Z ——e 000 ‘002 mm— o treterRRRsRssanecssei e 3§ ONVIST GNVND ‘NIATY QOOM  (9d)
—-— 000° 1Yy —— e 3N SOTUL 9 ¥IAIY ILIVId ¥IMOT (d0d)
—— 000°08 -— 000706 ccetterrrocecerescccsecenen N NTOONTY *N33HO 3dOTILNY  (dod)
VNSWNEIN
——- 000 YY1 -— c0D‘PPL  treeeessern oW ‘ALID SYSNVN ‘VIWY IVIBLSNAONT Xuvd 3HOMS  (dQd)
o 000'0914 — 000°081 = rrrrreessennes LTV Y OW 'NOIDIY SINOT 1§ (d0d)
——— 000°9Z1 === intud ON_“1OTWASTA JOWNIVNG W3AIY sniavi
000’0t - 0000t mes TErrroenssedseemneny O “ALID SYBNVYM "NISVE H3AIN 300 (2d)
THNOSSIN
—— 000°001 - 000008  ccrveccecre SW “VYIUV DNILIIT4 IOUVE L¥Od ALNNDD SIONMOT (N)
000°88Z° 1 b — et ST S £ A5 £ 5 SW 'VINV NVLITOJOVAIN NOSXIVF
——— 000°C9 - 00029  crrereerrees SN "S3IINNOD NOSYOVS ONV NOSIWUVH ‘MOOONYM (dad)
I1ddISSISSIN
ONTHNY 4 SNOTAVDILSIANI  ONINNYId SNOTAVOILSIANT 123royd
JONYMOTIY IONIYIINOD S3LVYNI1S3 L1300n@ FUIL £23r0Yd 40 3dAL

SNOTLYDILSIANT TWHIN3D -

SHIIANIONI 30 SJHO0O



30

- — — 000001  tcttrreeeesesettessaaicaecanaiiineiaas NO INVY VWILO (dO¥)

- — -— 000°08€¢ ettt SH 9 ‘00 ‘WN "NO ‘SEINL GNV HIAIY NOWUVNIO (dad)
YIOHY IO
000° 00 --- 000°00¢ -— "A¥ HO ‘N33¥D YONQ ‘ILVNNIONID 40 NOIDIN NVLITOJOWIIN  (93)
oTHO
o 000° 922 — 000" 822 et aa ettt e e e e iaenearaans ON ‘EYNO4 ONVHD  (dOd)
o 098, 3%z - 1 o iSod oo (dad)
VIONVG HLNON
000°029 - 000°0L8 cm o rrtreeseesiaees W, [ONINIOLN THMMD) -UOGWVH NOLDNINIIM (N
ogo 500° 062 %00 000" 082 ceeriiiiiil N, (DHTHIOLE, 3 avae AL e (N
- 000°00¥ — 000°00y e W IVINIY (¥v3d 3 u&u. 1SVIHIYON - W¥3d 3gvd (N
000008 -- 000009 mme e TR VRS 'S3HOVIE ALNNOD NDIMSNMME (03
WNTIOMYD HINON
. 000°ZCE — QODIZEE  Treetteeerereressesssssasssessss AN ‘INITIVOHS SNIWNOX  (d8
- 000082 - 000062 0N T Ve ‘AN ‘AINGNIDVNVI WIIVM NISVE UIAIN VINVHINOSNS (dad
——— 000°0€E -—- 000'0C crrrretieeteeuiiennes AN "ONYISI N3iVIS 4O JWOMS MINOS  (dS
— 000°044 — 000°0¢ ) ‘AN “T3NNVHD LVOS 31VIS WHOA KN ONV TINNVHD B.0WONAI (N
-—- 00000+ -—- 000°001 CUUON 3 AN TSTINNVHO [N ONY AN 'SIDVUOMONY AVE NYLIWWM (N
o 0098 - go0.9at  LLIONT NN TSIIMB M Oy AN S peing- MLt L L
— 000°9Z - 000’92 AN "ONVIST DNOT 4O JWOHS MIWON  (dS
— 000°00} - 000°00} AN 'SV3UY JOVNOHONY WOBWWVH YMOA MaN (N
- 0o.99 P 900,900 LIILIIILIIIITIIIIIIIAN [SvAY Ivaomo T o (Y
b 000 - Q00.3Ey Ll P e R -
200528 - 200°928 oo0tosz Tl Aoy JonLILLve (N
000 060961 000 e A0 " NORIVR YN IO N
— 000°0$€ — 000°09E  tttttrocee AN ‘HOVIE GWNId ONV YMVd BNINVW ‘AVE VOIWWYC  (dS
- 000°09E -— 000°09E cceeerresTeoeetid AN ‘NOTAVHOLSIM LVLIGVH WIALY NOSGOH (N
- 000°00¥ " 1 — B00'00FP" L trrrerirresecesiieihenn AN *30OA M3N_40 LSVOO OLINVILY  (dS
000" 008 e 000’ 00¥ -— AN CIWNIWGEL ININVA SOCH ONVIMOH - T3NNVHO T1IN WDHIMY (N
WUOA MIN

ONINNYd SNOILVOTLSIANI DNINNYd SNOTLVDIASIANI i 193r0ud

FONVHOTTY 3ONFYIINOD S3LvW11S3 1300n8 FUUTL 193r0¥s 30 3dAL

SNOTLVOTLSIANT TWH3INID - SHIINIDNI 40 SdU02



31

m—— 000°00¥ —— aoo’goy 00 Tttt ML "3TVIIAMSYN ‘00 NOSOIAVG ‘33A37 ¥3INID OWLIW  (dod)
000°00T - - - CUUNL 'SONYILIM SONIWAS GNYIDIVO ONV 33u4umi X04 XOvIe
3ASSINNIL
000702 —— 00002 Sem L nmmmmranan st a8 ‘ALINIOTA ONV NMOLHILVM  (D4)
bt 000°01 - 00001 cesrreresveessrraevecies L3 "IVANIWNCYIANS MIAIN S3WVr  (3dS)
000°06€ - 000°06¢ === et 708 "STIVH XNOIS "¥AAIY XNOIS 018 (Od)
YLOMVYG HLNOS
— e —— 000'00E  ttteeteesersessesesessecsesceccsacss 95 ‘UIAIY MYIVOOVM  (d04)
——— 000°00t - 000°00€ @ ccioncereciceeiee 06 ‘SYIATN INUVONDD ‘NIJ000 °IFIANYS N)
pataint 000" 006 o 0007008 2 crotecereeresersssatra TRt A0 D6 ‘HOBUVH WMOLIDUOID N}
~-— 000°9S} -— [0 T (SNIN3OIN/DNINIdIIQ) I8 "YOBNVH NOLSIATHVHO (N)
YNITOUVY HINOS
000°cay — 000°SS¥ mme eesdeaasesrereitsscevsacassense N4 °VZIOT 30 30NVHD OI¥  (od)
000° 182 — 000° 182 e LT Ud ‘HIAIY OQTOIWY  (D4)
001N OLuING
——— 000°002 ——— 000709  crotttrecsseserecscaciscece 91% 938 ~ IV ANIHDOIHONOA (dOW)
00000t - ——- e Yd 00 NIGANS “HIO 7001 ‘YOG SHISEW
hideg 000°9t — 000’81 J A ETE £ 15+ -2 o4 S -2 4o vé 'MOLVIN (dad
~—= 000°09 — 000°08 TreTacssirirenennraetesens ¥d "HISVE VAAIM VIVINNG (dOd
J— 000°00T o 000°00Z  trcceertreresermesesseceiasies Vd ‘NISVE ¥IATH NOMVWINGD (WO
000°0Z9 - 000°048 IS 4 T Vé "33 SHITLNVRD (D3
VINVATASNNGd
000°000° ¢ —— 000°000° 1 ——— VO _TOUINOD FWLLVNANEL VIATM JLLMVIIIA (o
— 000°008 ——- 000’008 O “MFIAN NISVE ¥BAIN FLIIWTIIM  (d0d
el 000°001 — 000001 OIHSUALYE VIATY VYTV V1TV  (3d6
- 000°9¢ - 000°9¢ HO ‘NOTAVHOISIY ANZHSIJ MVILNVG HUWS (404
—- 000'05¢ - 000°08¢ SO 'NOLIVNOLSIN ANIHEIJ BLLIIWVIIIM W03 3I0QIN  (dgd
p— 000°002 o 000°00C  ceccreeeromesteeienestt ANTUNITLONN NO ‘NITUD NOSNMOT  {d04
-— 00098 - 000°39 VO ‘HONOTIS VIBNNI0D (d0d
— 000°008 -~ 000°'008 ‘WM 3 YO ‘DNINIJA3Q TINNVHO NOTAVDIAWN MIATY VIGWN10D (N
NODIYO
ONINNYd SNOTLYDILSIANT ONINNYId SNOTLYDLLSIANT 193roud
JONVHOTTY  3ON3UIINOD $31VNIis3 130000 3412 103rodd 40 3dAL

SNOLLVDILIS3ANT TWHIN3D ~ SHIINIONI 40 SdHO0D



32

l- 000°002 --- O Y VM 'NIATH HEIWNOYIIILS )
-— 000°86 - 000°88  ccrcrircereteres VM 'S311I8 TVS0J810 GINIINGD ONNOS 130Nd  (N)
— -— — 000’91 . VA ‘NOTLVHOLEIY IVINIMNGHIAND SNI1IH 16 LNNOW  (dQY)
- 00000 -— 000°00Y *TTewM ' (3OVHOLS TWNOTATGOV) WG NOBNVH GYVMOM  (dOM)
-— 000 006 -—- 000°00F crrrrrooerocreesTessiE.s VA ‘Y3ATY NIIUD ONY HSIMVMNG  (WOD)
oo oo ot s O PP PPN o T ] renomang oY)

NOADNIHEVM

000°0LY —— 000°0LY ame  trrreseesessesseseeecand YA ‘'HOWIS VINIDVIA ‘3DOINUONVS  (39)
-— 000°0LE -— 000'0LE  rrrieriireeees YA ‘104405 ‘NIGVE WIATY ONOWISNYN  (3dS)
o et o 00008 rreeereeeeseeecneesi Y0, 00N A Ll R e s W
— 000°0¥Z -—- 000°8¥Z **WA 'SITINNCO NOLANVHLMON ONY JOWWOOOV °JWOHE Nyalsvd (3dS)
-—- 000°001 — B S O S VA ‘NOSONOOd ‘INITIUOHS AVE INYIJVEIHD

000°000°'1T  ~-- 00D°000°F === crereresecesecesiiaani VA 30016@ LV3HD 1V 3D0ING MWAIY  (N)

VINIDWIA
—— §‘°‘— -— §-3F --------------------------------- N> .JW% >§ § A‘aw
SONVIST NIDMIA
000°001 — 00000+ e ieerrassriiieeiesesaanse s 1N "WIAIN NVONOF ¥3ddn  (54)
000 000 0a¥ 000 D T otraor daddn
HY1A

o 000°¥0¢ e B00'POE  ctrrrititeerceresescsees XL ‘NISYE YIAIV ALININL Uidddn (dQd
000°008 %00 000008 i JOOPPPORRDPIPIRPPIMPPRE - N . | W AN TNV Yaadn  legd
- 000°0€ -— 000°0E  cctterrerrveresseess X4 ‘NISV® ¥IAIN SOIVWG 'MIIANIVY (dad
oo et oo o 2t s N T M it I o B L A
000°0014 -— 000’001 -— XL ‘NIINUVE NALVILLTVE SBIML ¥ WBAIV SIHOBN (N
000°001°L  --- 00070081  --- XL 'STINNVHO NOLIVDIAYN NOISIAIVD ~ NGISNOW (N
000°00¢ —— 000°00¢C - crriieeweserirTestit il CNOISAOH ‘NOAVE SNAIWD (D4
-— 000°00¥ - 000°00y  rcrrrercereccecss TYOVY XL “130VS] 1¥Od OL AVE J0-WAID  (dOM
- ——— -— 000°081 seerereoX) *AVE TISTNHO SNGUOO OL WONNGD,0 1¥Od - MMID  {dOV
- 000 ‘00¢ - 000°00¢ {81z NOTLOIB} X1 'NIATY SOZVWE OL ONVIBI HDIH - MID (oM
000°09¢ -—- 000'08L e L XL '30N43 3J1IVIM TYNOLIVN SVENVWV - WEID (N
000°009 ——= 000008 - XL ‘WIAI¥ ALININL 'NOTSNILK3 AVMOOOS SVIIVO (04
000 000°09 900 10g  eeeeeenn XL TNNTY ALINEY %1 TOBMLW AITIVA SEINLD (348
900 00¢ 000 960" 00€ 000 IOOPOPURPIDSSIRPRPPRPPIE - ML RO oo ity ceauday s
-— 000°001 ——— 000°001  treerrrrrereeeessess X1 “IBNNVHO JINS 11STWHD SNdU0D (N
000°00¢ o - mww o wesrescescreies XL _‘u3guod OXIXIM - “§°0 DNOTY SYINOTOD

-=- 000°08 o 000’09 OAY353Y ¥INUVE T SHOIOGY - SITUVINBINL T NOAVE OTV44NG  (dON)
000" 003 000 200" 008 000708  OAWISIY VYR I S0y - 93l X0 ‘NOISAOH NOAVE AV  (04)
000 000" 00¢ 000 TIT il Noashos AR

sVXaL

ONINNY'1d SNOTLVOTIS3ANT  ONINWVId SNOILVOILS3ANT 193r0Hd

FONVIOTI¥ 30N3UIINOD $31¥WI153 1300ND FUIL J103rou 40 3dAL

SHOTLVDILSIANT TVH3NID - SUIINTONI JO SdH0D



PLANNING

CONFERENCE ALLOWANCE

PLANNING INVESTIGATIONS

BUDGET ESTIMATES
INVESTIGATIONS

CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

WEST VIRGINIA

CHEAY RIVER BASIN, WV,

PROJECT TITLE

TYPE OF
PROJECT

llllllllllllllllllllllll
[ ]

42,094,000

000
000
000
000
000
000
000
270,000
, 000
. 000
, 000
800,000
000
700,000
000
000
000
000
000
000
000
000
000
000

600
600
920
800
600

00
500
450
500
400
300
432
175
770
980

17
79,673,000

38,352,000

,608
.000
.790
160
(3% ]
500
15,000
170
500
3,000
909
2,080
580
€00
400
40,874
350
770
950
26,888
117,273,000

40130

R R

o

oN. Wl
ICAL SURVEY)...........

WYOMING

(FOP) JACKSON HOLE RESTORATION, WY.......ccovcrrvaccncnrscen

MISCELLANEOUS
AUTOMATED INFORMATION SYSTEM SUPPORT..............

COASTAL FIELD DATA COLLECTION

GEOLOG

IPITATION STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATENER SERVICE)
TOTAL. GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS...................

PRESIDENT'S CLIMATE CHANGE ACTION PLAN
ORTATION SYSTEMS.

Pttt d o bete g

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTERS.....

TREAM GAGING (U.S.

REMOTE SENSING/GEOGRAPHIC INFOMMATION SYSTEM
RESEAACH AND DEVELOPMENT

GREAT LAKES REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM
IWIES..................
W'" WATER STUDIES.........
GhAL OREDING e
NATIONAL SPATIAL DATA INFI

WEST VIRGINIA PORT DEVELOPMENT, Wv.....
NATIONAL

MIVER Dag- cesssssse

TYGART RIVER BASIN, WV...

N} KANASHA RIVER NAVIGATI

SFDP)
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE
ALABAMA
(N} BAYOU LA BATIE Al . oiteausenrencnossossosstansocnssonn 1,000,000
(N BLACK WARRIOR AND TOMBIGBEE RIVERS. VICINITY OF JACKSO 500,000
(N) TENNESSEE - TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY WILOLIFE MITIGATION, AL 12,400,000
ALASKA
(N) HOMER SPIT, REPA!R AND EXTENSION, AK... —
(N) KOOIAX HARBOR, AK....c.ocooavvotvraces Treestresctsannes 3,000,000
ARIZONA
(EC) CLIFTON. AZ.... 900, 900,000
{FC) DNOOK. AZ.... 2.261.000 2,261,000
(FC)  NOGALES WASH, AZ,. 78, 75.000
(FC) llLLlTO RIVER, AZ. 4,894,000 4,894,000
(MP)  DARDANELLE LOCK AND DAM POWERHOUSE., AR (MAJOR REMAB).. 3.600.000 3,500,000
(N) MCCLELLAN ~ KERR AR RVR NAV SYSTEM, LOCKS AND DAMS, AR 6.000,000 6.000,000
RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK PROTECTION, AR...... errsaenen — $,800,000
CALIFORNIA
(FC) COYQOTE ANO BERRYESSA CREEKS, CA 12,000,000 12,000.000
(FC)  QUADALUPE RIVER, essssseanvesny a1 8,100,000
(FC) Los 13 INAGE AREA, CA. 11,387,000 11,367,000
(N} LOS ANGELES HARBOR, CA........cc 000000 1 250,000
LOWER aw= 500,000
(FC)  MARYSVILLE/YUBA CITY LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION 8,000,000 6.000,000
(FC)  MERCED . CA..... 700,000 700.000
IID-VALL!Y AREA LEVEE m‘rmxm "GA — $00,000
{N) MORRO , CAL.iioan . 124,000 124,000
(N) JAKI . CA ................ 14,000,000 14,000,000
(N) JCHMOND seas 3,296,000 3.298,000
(FC) SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION 3,000,000 3,000,000
(N) WENTO RlV!R OEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEL. 100,000 100,000
(FC) JACRANENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT CA (DEF CORR) . 100,000 100,000
MENTO RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT (GCID), CA —-— 300,000
(FC) CONSTRUCTION, CA 1,870,000 1,820,000
AN DIEGO RIVER AND MISSION BAY, CA e 1,900,000
(N} Y TO B 800,000 800,000
(FC) BANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CA.,. 70,249,000 70,248,000
(FC) SANTA FM.ILA CREEK, CA......ciiiuuuuceiaosnacacoss 300,000 2,300,000
(H) SONONA BAYLAKDS WETLAND OEMONSTRATION PROJECT, CA. 500,000 $00, 000
(8€) SURFSIOE ~ SUNSET - NEWPORT BEACH, CA............. 100,000 100.000
(FC}  WEST SACMNTO GA cerens 7.000.000 7,000,000
(FC)  WILOCAT AND SAN PABLO CREEKS, GA. . llllll . 1,240,000 1,240,000
(E) YOLO SASIN WETLANOS, SACRAMENTO RIVER, CA............. 720.000 720.000
{FC) 800,000 600,000
——— 450.000
(FC) 3,726.000 4,026,000
(FC) 1,300,000 1,300,000
N} 2,590,000 2.590.000
(wP) $00.000 600,000
(8€) 800,000 €00, 000
(N) 1,480,000 1,450,000
{BE) 3,202.000 3.202.000
{N) 1,000,000 1,000,000
——— 3,000,000
(BE) 4,400,000 4,400,000
— 350,000
QGEORGIA
(MP)  HARTWELL LAKE POWERHOUSE, GA & SC (MAJOR REHAS) 1,400,000 1.400.000
{MP)  RICHARD B RUSSELL DAM AND LAXE, GA & SC......... 4,400,000 4,400,000
(MP) THURMOND LAKE POWERHOUSE, GA & SC (MAJOR REHAB) 2,200,000 2,200,000
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COAPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
ILLINOLS
(FC) EAST ST LOUIS, IlL...ovveecracrononosronssoasennnsnnsnan . 3,700,000 3,700,000
(N3 FOUR LOCKS. TTLLINGIS WATERRAY, 1L’ IWAJOR REVAB} ... 3.254.000 3,254,000
(N)  LOCK AND DAM 24, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL & MO (MAJOR REW 2,000,000 2.000, 000
(N) AND DAM 25, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. IL & MO (MAJOR REH 4300, 000 4,300,000
(FC) 750,000 750,000
(N) 2.400,000 2,400,000
(N} 32,100,000 32,100,000
(FC)  REWD LAKE, IL (DEF CORR) 300000 300,000
(k5] UPPER'RISS AIVER Sveven Siv MoMT PAOG. 1L, TA. MO, kN 19,458,000 19,455,000
INOXANA
(N)  BURNS WATERWAY HARBOR, IN (MAJOR REHAB). 4,000,000 4,000,000
{Fe)  FORT WAYNE MEYROPOLITAN AREA. TH. or 4,000,000 41000000
INDIANA SHORELINE EROSION. ...... —- 1.500.000
INDIANAPOL1S CENTRAL WATERFRONT. 1N e 2,000,000
(FC)  LITILE CALUMET RIVER, THorroer: M 5,000,000 $.000. 000
OHIO RIVER FLOOD PROTECTION, IN.. ... L . —-- 1,000,000
I0MA
(M) Lock AN OAM 14, NISSISSIPPL RIVER. IA (WAJOR REWAB).. 700,000 700,000
(N)  MISSOURI RIVER FISH WILDLIFE MITIGATION. IA. ME. K 5,700,000 5.700.000
(Fe)  MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYoTER. “IAC NE| 126,000 126,000
(FC)  MUSCATINE ISLAND. IA......c0ccuneenss 220,000 220,000
(FC)  PERRY CREEK, IA............ 188,000 188,000
(FC)  WEST DES MOINES, DES MOINES, IA.. ... 4,040,000 4,040,000
KANSAS
ARKANSAS CITY. KS . — 700,000
WINFIELD, KS.. . — 670,000
KENTUCKY
(MP) BARKLEY LAKE BARKLEY, KY.......oconnvvancavnens 1,800,000 1,800,000
(FC)  DEWEY LAKE, KY (DAM SAFETY)....... " 1,400,000 1,400,000
(FG)  ERANKRORT, ‘SGUTH FRANKFORT, KV... o 2,623,000 .623,000
MCALPINE LOCK AND DAM, KY, IN..... o - 3.487.000
SALYERSVILLE, KY.......... ——- 500,000
LOUTSIANA )
LAKE PONTCHANTRAIN STORM WATER DISCHARGE, LA...... — 650,000
(FC)  ALOMA = RIGOLETTE, LA......0covvssnesensns 2,379,000 2,379,000
(FC) LAKE Pcm‘mrmn AND VICINITY I.A (MR QANE PROT! T 7.848,000 13,348,000
(FC)  LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) 1,440,000 1,440,000
(N) | NISSISSIPAL RIVER - GULF OUTLET, LA..cvoeesconnse- : 3,200,000 3,200,000
(FC)  NEW OALEANS TO VENICE, LA (mxmz PROTECTION) - .. .. 3,360,000 3,360,000
OUACHITA RIVER LEVEES, (A..... ... — 2,300,000
RED RIVER BELOW OENISON TX oo arrareeaserss — 2,800,000
(M) RED RIVER WATERWAY. MISSTOSIPPI’RIVER 10’ SHAEVEPORT, L 16,673,000 16.673.000
T LOUESIANA, LA. <. vresnnsnessensnonanosarssns 2.000.000
(FC)  WESTWEGO TO HARVEY GANAL, LA’ (MURRICANE PROTECTION) ... 1,000,000 1,000,000
MARYLAND
BALTIMORE HARBOR AND CHANNELS. MD...........cc.voeeen- J— 139,000
(E)  CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY, MD........... IOSPIOI 230,000 230,000
MASSACHUSETTS
ROUGHANS PT, REVERE. . — 710.000
(FC) TOWN BROOK, W!NC’( AND BMXNTREE. . 990,000 930,000
MICHIGAN
CEDAR RIVER HARBOR, MI...........ceviveeenennnnnnnnnns —— 82,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
MINNESOTA
(FC) CHASKA, WN......... reereacseeneea eestsresvecacenanren 3,740,000 3,740,000
MARSHALL, MN............ .00 Citsevestescaaseserrrenannn - 850,000
M1SSISSIPPI
(N} PASCAGOULA HARBOR, MS.........cutesascoccans teerereaes 2,812,000 2,812,000
(FC) TOMBIGBEE RIVER W TRIBUTARIES, W8 & AL.. 00 1 101000 4,686,000 4,686,000
MISSOURL
(FC) BLUE RIVER CHANNEL, KANSAS CITY, MO.............. crene 9,600,000 $,£00,000
(FC)  CAPE QIRARDEAU - JACKSON, MO. .. ..........cesceosseres 200,000 200,000
(N} MISS RIVER BTWN THE OMIO AND MO RIVERS (REG WS), 5,700,000 4,700,000
STE GENEVIEVE, MO...........o0cnn esesvereecrastoroaen ——— 1,000,000
NEBRASKA
{FC) MISSOURI NATIONAL RECREATIONAL RIVER, NE & SD......... 20,000 20,000
NEVADA
{FC)  TROPICANA AND FLAMINGO WASHES, NV.......ccocvvcnennnes 4,000,000 4,000,000
NEW JERSEY
{FC)  MOLLY ANN'S BROOK AT HALEOON, PROSPECT PARK AND PATm 3,750,000 3,750,000
(N) HARBOR & ADJACENT CHANNELS, PORT JERSEY CHANN 880,000 $60,000
(FC)  RAMAPO RIVER AT OAKLAND,MJ......ccvoorrnonnonncnsan eas 70.000 70,000
{N) SALEM RIVER, NJ........c0cn000neen veo 3,878,000 3,578,000
(BE)  SANOY HOOK TO BARNEGAT INLET. NJ....l0000 vesaena veeee 18,700,000 16,700,000
NEW MEX1CO
(FC)  ABIQUIU DAM EMERGENCY GATES, lﬂ 1,200,000 1,200,000
(FC) ACEQUIAS IRRIGATION SYSTEW, 120,000 1,500,000
(FC)  ALAMOGORDO, M. ....... evesen 100,000 100,000
NEW YORK
(BE)  EAST ROCKAWAY INLET TO ROCKAWAY INLET AND JAMAICA BAY, 8,100,000 6,100,000
{(BE) FIRE ISLAND INLET TO MONTAUK POINT, NY................ 10, 400,000 10,400,000
(N) NEW_YORK HARBOR CO! CTIN ANO REMOVAL OF DRIFT, Nv'&. 100,000 100, 000
(FC)  NORTH ELLENV[LLE NY (DEF CORR)..... ereeseranaan ceens 4,015,000 4,015,000
NORTH CAROLINA
{N) AIWMN - REPLACEMENT OF FEDERAL HIGHWAY BRIOGES, NC..... 8, 500,000 5,600,000
(FC)  CARCLINA B8EACH AND VICINLITY, nc........ .......... veus 3,300,000 3,300,000
{BE) FORT FISHER, NC...... tesstanenenn tetsatrrreavereoatans 2,094,000 2,084,000
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC)  HOMME LAKE, ND (DAM SAFETY).......... ceeesracesesanas . 200,000 200,000
(FC) ASHTABULA AND BALDMILL OAM, NO (DAM SAFETY)...... 4,700,000 4,700,000
{FC) . NDO (MAJOR REHAB) 883,000 853,000
(FC) $00.000 500,000
OHIO
FDLES CREEX, ﬁsTCARROLLTM OH.ovvvenonne ceeinann - 180,000
(FC)  WEST teeseerrireretesanans seesstens cevecen 2,800,000 2,800,000
1,700,000 1,700,000
4,400,000 4,400,000
$30,000 830,000
8.530.000 8,530.000
7,000,000 7,000,000
— 1,720,000
500,000 500, 000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GEMERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
PENNSYLVANIA
BROAD TOP REGION, PA............ oen 4,100,000
(FC) JOHNSTOWN, PA (MAJOR REHAB). v t,230,000 1.230,000
GLEN FOERD, PA..........cc00n . - 200,000
(FC) LACKAWANNA RIVER, OLYPHANT, PA 240,000 240,000
(FC) CKAWANNA RIVER, SCRANTON, PA.. 357,000 357,000
(N) LOCKS AND 3 L4, 15,000,000 15,000,000
(8E) PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA, PA (PERMANEN e ' 450,000
TH CENTRAL P! NN ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION. PA. .o -—- 3,500,000
(FC) TURTLE CREEK, PA......ccoveisasenvvonns ceieens eeeenes 1,964,000 1,964,000
(FC)  WYOMING VALLEV. PA’(LEVEE RALSING) ... [ llllIl11110000 4,300,000 4,300,000
PUERTO RICO
FC PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS, PR 12,481,000 12,451,000
gFC; R1O DE LA PLATA, PR. 250,000 250,000
(FC) RIO PUERTO NUEVO, PR, 7.000,000 7.000,000
SOUTH CAROLINA
(B€) MYRTLE BEACH, SC......c.ivvrirernnrnonnarrnrnnnnnnnnnes 17.000,000 17,000,000
TENNESSEE
(MP) CENTER HILL OAM, TN (DAM SAFETY)..........cccvuuneenans 904,000 904,000
TEXAS
{FC) BEALS CREEK, BIG 8PRING, TX.........ciivneerernnnranns 1.918,000 1,818,000
(N} CHANNEL TO VICTORIA, TX.. 3.100,000 3,100,000
{FC) EL P, o TReeivsnesnrness 400,000 400,000
(N) GIWW - SARGENT BEACH, TX...... 20,000,000 20,000,000
(FC)  MCGRATH CREEK, WICHITA FALLS, 110,000 110,000
(FC) RAY ROBERTS LAKE, TX............... 3,500,000 3,500,000
{MP) \YBURN DAM AND RESERVOIR, TX {( 9,474,000 9,474,000
(FC) SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL I 7.097,000 7,087,000
(FC) BAYOU, s TX.... 12,000,000 12,000,000
(FC} €, (W SAFETY 300,000 300,000
WALLISVILLE LAKE, TX..... - 5,000,000
VIRGINIA
(FC) JAIES R OLIN FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, VA.........cvvunn. 7.400,000 7.400,000
(N) NORFOLK HARBOR AND CHANNELS (DE!PENXNO). VA...... . 600, 600,000
(FC) ROANOKE RIVER UPPEI BASIN, HEADWATERS AREA, VA. 400,000 400,000
VIRGINIA BEACH, VA.......... sesereerrenns .o . — 1,100,000
(BE)  VIRGINIA BEACH. VA (REIMBURSEMENT) .. . 1.0 i .ll.ll. 925,000 928,000
WASHINGTON
{FC) CHEHALIS RIVER, SOUTH ABERDEEN AND COSMOPQ . 1,377,000 1.377,000
(MP) COLUMBIA RIVER JUVENILE FI1SH MITIGATION, M 78,800,000 78,800,
(FC) HOWARD HANSON DAM, WA (DAM SAFETY).......ovvemenracns 1,587,000 1,587,000
(MP) LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISN & WILOLIFE COMPENSATION, 8,000,000 8, .
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC) LEVISA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER, W, V 6,300,000 26,200,000
{FC) MOOREFIELD, W .................... ceeaesne hevsae 4,200,000 4, ,000
(FC) PEY ERSBURG, WV....cvvercvennrincarnancenns 7,900,000 . »000
(N) ROBERY C BYRD LOCKS " AND DN‘ OHIO RIVER, W & on. 10,000,000 10,000,000
(N) WINFIELD LOCKS AND OAM, WV............oiernnnnnnnnnns 11,840,000 11,840,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
PROJECT ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
WISCONSIN
PORTAGE, WI...... Crertarurreieaaaans cevemnnes arraeas -— 250,000
MISCELLANEOUS

AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL PROGRAM. ...cccovvvasnas csesannan - 4,000,000
BEACH EROSION CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTIW 103,000 3,000.000 1,500, 000
CLEARING AND SNAGGING (SECTION 208)........cc.cccuvnen 500,000 200, 000
- DAM SAFETY vesaeevos 2,000,000 2,000,000
STREAMBANK & SHORELINE PROTECTION (S£€." 14). 10,000,000 7,000,000
EMPLOYEES' COMPENSATION . 18,984,000 18,984,000
FLOOD CONTROL Mmecrs {SECTION 208) . ... . .. 22,000, 000 17,000,000
INLANO WATERWAYS USERS BOARD — BOARD EXPENSES 40,000 490,000
INLAND WATERWAYS USERS BOARD ~ CORPS EXPENSES 188,000 185,000
MAVIGATION .lT!M'lm {SECTION 111).......... $00, 000 600,000
MAVIQATION PROJECTS (SECTION 1 7).............. 5,000,000 3,500,000
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF THE ENVIm 24,280,000 10,850,000
WETLAND AND AQUATIC HABITAT CREATION..........00c00ene 15,000,000 2,500,000
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE........ ~33,401,000 -82.201,000
TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION GENERAL........vvuunvnvunn cees 785,125,000 804,573,000

TYPE OF :

N) NAVIGATION

CONT!
MP)  MULTIPURPOSE. INCLUDING POWER
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CORPS OF ENGEINEERS - FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI

RIVER AND TRIBUTARLES

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDOET
PAOJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS
SURVEYS:
GEMERAL STUDIES:
(FOP) 0 THE QULF OF MEXICO...:eoc-.. o 800,000 500,000
(FOP) MISSISSIPPI DELTA, - i 1,800,000 1,800,000
(FOP) FOOT LAKE, TN : 238,000 238,000
TA e 328,000 326,000
23] EASTERN ARKANSAS REGION (COMPREWENSIVE STUDY), AR.. 2,200,000 2,200,000
(FQ) LOWER WHITE RIVER 81G CREEK & TRIBUTARLES, AR...... 200,000 200,000
LOULATANA STATE PENITENTIARY LEVEE, WA..occoiecrrrvvne e 100,000
SUBTOTAL, GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS..... e 5,263,000 5,363,000
CONSTRUCTION
C 3 A% IL. KY, LA, ¥5, MO & TN 63,080,000 1,000,000
FC AT 580,000 .+ 680, 000
FC 32,450,000 39,000,000
£ 8 BASIN, AR & MO 10,000,000 10,000,000
2 BASIN, RED RIVER BACKWATER. (A. 11,294,000 11,294,000
FS)  wlTeman's CREEK, AR....c..oceccoveonn- 460,000 880,000
£C)  ATCHAPALAYA BASIN, rLoGoMY SVSTEN. LA, . §.300.000 5.300.000
FC)  ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, LA........cco.. 27,000,000 27.000. 000
FC 1SSISSIPPT AND LOU] ESTUARINE AREAS, M8 4 'LA. .. 1.800, 000 1. 500, 000
123 1SSISSIPPI DELTA REQEON, LA, .......cc..scenicssecnos . 13,300,000 13,300,000
FC HORN WEK TI!NTMI!S (INCL COW PEN CREEK), M8 148,000 148,000
YAZOO BASIN (47,928,000)  (47,928,000)
FC B70 SONFLOWER' RIVER, S 8,920,000 8,920,000
FC ENOSION CONTROL, w8 22,000,000 22,000,000
FC 26,000 26,000
FC 26,000 26,000
F¢ 2,810,000 2,610,000
FC 2,948,000 2.948,000
£ o 11.200,000 11,200,000
FC NONCONNAH CREEK, caeus caaan . 1,600,000 1,600,000
FC) WEST TENNESSEE TRIBUTARIES, Th.. [ . 1110000 POODRORNN 2,900,000 2,800,000
SUBTOTAL, CONSTRUCTION.............. eereeeens 217,940,000 213,400,000
MAINTENANCE
FC)  CHANNEL INPROVENENT. AR, IL. KY. LA, MS, MO & TH...... 61,825,000 56,000, 000
FC}  LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER - WORTH BANK . 146,000 146,600
FC)  LOWER RIVER - SOUTH 116,000 116,000
FC)  MISSISSIPPI RIVE L!VEES. AR, IL,"KY 5,630,000 5.630,000
EC] ST FRANCIS RIVER BASIN, AR ¢ O 8.363,000 9.363,000
(FC)  TENSAS BASIN, BOEUF ANO 2,828,000 2.62@,000
FC)  WHITE RIVER BACKMATER, AR.. ... 1,268,000 1.266,000
FC)  ATCHAFALAYA BASIN FLOGOWAY 208,000 208,000
FC nounuu BASIN, LA...............- 13,341,000 13,341,000
FC \TON ROUGE MARBOR - DEVIL SWAMP, A... 186,000 180,000
FC BATOU Coc0oRTE A TRIBUTARIES, LA... 87,000 87,000
FC) BONNET CARRE, LA....-... 878,000 278,000
FC)  LOWER RED RIVER - SOUTH BANK LEVEES, LA... . 77,000 77,000
FC) MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, CAERNARVON, . 415,000 415,000
¥ OL0 R LAccaninzacsn . 4,821,000 4,821,000
FC)  TENSAS BASIN, RED RIVER BACKWATER, (A 2,740,000 2,740,000
N)  GREENV [ IR 288, 000 258, 000
N)  VICKSBURG MARBOR, MS.. . ... [ . 1. lll. 223,000 223,000
YAZOO BASIN, WS (22,838,000)  (22.638.000)
wC 3,600, 000 - 500,000
FC 2,012,000 2.512.000
FC 3,800,000 3.500.000
K¢ 220,000 850,000
FC . 4,329,000 4,329,000
FC. . 1,390,000 1.350,000
FC . 4,200,000 4,200,000
FC TRISUTARIES, IS............‘.. . 1,136,000 $.135,000
FC WILL M mlﬂlm CHAN, MS.. . 474,000 474,000
FC VAR50 BAGKWATER AREA: M3, vt oo : 529,000 520,000
ke YAZOO CITY, MS...cooeuensss . 709,000 709,000
FC)  WAPPAPELLO LAKE, MO..... : 3,801,000 3,601,000
W) MEMMIS HARBOR (MCKELLAR LAKE), TN. . 1,418,000 1.416,000
FC)  INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS.. .. .. o 1.368.000 1.366.000
FC)  MAPPING .. .vvvnnrsceraanaserrrnnrs - 1,008,000 _ 1.008.000
SUBTOTAL, MAINTENANCE..........cconneen- ceeeeee. 134,188,000 128,353,000
REDUCTION FOR SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE.......:ece.nunusen. ~38,141,000 -39, 241,000
TOTAL. FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND
TRIBUTARTES ot e R A ... 319,260,000 307,886,000
TYPE OF

PROJECT :
{N) NAV!GAY!W
{FC)  FLOJO CONT|



40

CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ OPERATION AND MAINTERNANCE

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
ALABAA
N)  ALABAMA - CODSA RIVER, AL.....ccvvuurunreroonannnnns 5,868,000 5,668,000
N)  BAYOU CODEN, AL..... : 231,000 231,000
N)  BAYOU LA BATRE, AL................00000 . 455,000 485,000
N)  BLACK WAARIOR AND TOMBIGREE RIVERS. AL : 16,820.00 16,820,000
N)  BON SECOUR RIVER, AL............ : 651, 00( 861,000
N) DAUPHIN ISLAMD BAY, AL........cc0000 282, 00¢ 252,000
N)  DOG AND FOWL RIVERS, AL 605 00C 085,
N) FLY AL, sassianas 249, 00( 24!
N)  GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERRAY, AL 3,172, 00( 3,172, 00¢
WP)  MILLERS FERRY LOCK 5. 5. 158, 00(
N)  MOBILE HARBOR, AL.. 17,7 17.780.0
N)  PERDIDO PASS : 350, 00C
P)  ROBENT F MENAY LOCK Anp Gl AL.. PO 3, 3,688, 00C
N) - Tmmae: WATERWAY, AL l M. ...t 1, 21,090, 00¢
NP)  WALTER P GEORGE LOGK A bom TAL'E a1 6.43¢ 6,434, 00C
(M) ANCHORAGE HARBOR. AK. 1.
FC)  CHENA RIVER LAKES, AK 1,649,
:; Dll.l.;m HARBOR, AK
N) 564,000
N) 2,000
N) 000
(FC) 1,167,000 1,167,000
(FC) 3,736,000 3,736,000
(FC) 112,000 112,000
(MP) 3,983,000 3,983,000
(MP) 4,640,000 4,640,000
(FC) 1,153,000 1,153,000
(M) 4,876,000 4,676,000
{MP) 8, 000 6,386,000
(W) 4,189,000 4.189.000
FC) 1,008, 00K 1,006,000
FC) 997.00¢ 937,000
FC) 1, 1,006,000
#P) 4,447, 00 4,447,000
N) 500,000
N) 26,248, 25,248, 000
FC)  MILLWOOD LAKE, AR............... 1.7 1,789,000
(W) 3,524,000 3,824,000
(FC) NIMROD LAXKE, AR..........- 1,383, 1.363,000
(MP) 3,682,000 3,582,000
NY m ........... 453,000 453,000
N)  OUACKITA AND BLACK RIVERS AR & 5,304, 5,304,000
MP)  OZARK - JETA TAYLOR LOCK AND 4,178, 00 4,175,000
N) WHITE RIVER, AR....cocacnaannns 2, 2,200,000
N} YELLOW BEND PORT, AR 142,000 42,000
CALIFORNIA
(FC)  BLACK BUTTE LAKE, CAuuuossascsosssaceenneaacnaaneeene 1,834, 1,834,
{FC} MM-NVB\S"WWE TA. . 1, ,000 1,
(N) CHANNEL ISLANDS MARBOR, CA............. v
FC) OUYUTE VALLEY DM (lME IEWOOIND). o 2,410,000 2.410,00(
FC) DRY CREE! K (WARM SPRINGS) LAKE AND C’WNEL. 3,172,000 3.172,00¢
FC)  FARMINGTOM DAM, CA..........ccoi0000000ns 1 58, 00C
FC) HIDDEN < " LAK 1,708, 00C 1,
N) MBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, GA 4,670,000 4,870, 00C
(FC)  ISABELLA LAKE, CA.......... 702,000 702, 00K
N Los £S ~ LONG BEACH 80,000
{FC) LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA, CA 3,413,000 3,413,000
ANGELES RIVER, CA............ —
FC) RCED COUNTY STREAM 172.000 72,00(
FC)  MOJAVE RIVER DAM, CA............. 217.000 +00C
N)  MORRO BAY HARBOR. CA.. 2,580,000 2,
MOSS e | ¢A ,000
FC) NEW HOGAN LAKE, CA...couuveecnvesvnsoanssns 1,529,000 1,529,0C
NEW nsum:s CAKE (OO TRERR CHANNEL) , "GA ,000 . 893.00c
(N) 2,208,000 2,208
(M) CCEANSIDE haRsOR, CA 1,045,000 1,045 00
(N)  PETALUMA RIVER, CA.... 1,690,000 1,690, 00C
PILLAR POINT —- 400, 00C
FC)  PINE FLAT LAKE, CA.... 2,451, 00C 2,451.00C
N) T . CALin. 138,00 135. 00
N) REDWOOO CITY HARBOR, CA .o 2,600,00¢ 2,900
N} SACRAMENTO RIVER (90 FOGT PROJEGT].'é X S ety 00 B 487,000
N} SACRAMENTO RIVER AND nxlumnes (6suus CONTROL) , ‘GA. 872, 00¢ 872,00
N) SACRAMENTO RIVER SHALLOW 117,00¢ 117,00
N)  SAN OIEQO MARBOR, CA.....vs.cccnocrecns 1,085,00C 1,086, 00C
N)  SAN FRANCISCO GAY - DELTA NOOEL STRUCTURE, CA. 2,000, 00¢ 2,000, 00C
N)  SAN FRANCISCO BAY L 150,00 160,000
) SAN FRANCI. AND IAV (ORIFT REMOVAL) ., 2,196,000 2,198,000
N)  SAN FRANCISCO e edebaatraaananetaranen 1.828,00¢ 1.828.000
N)  SAN JOAGUIN RIVER, u 1.659,00( 1,889,000
N)  SAN PABLO BAY WARE $TRALT, 1.080,000 1,080,000
(FC)  SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA.....cocovvneross 2,889,000 2,889,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CA......... creireieee, ceeeen 1.038,000 1,038,000
BUCCESS LAKE, CA...covvavevvennnnnene 2.388.000 2,388,000
SUISUN BAY CHANNEL, ‘GA.... ... I0. 68§, 000 888,000
TENMINUS DAM (LAXE KAWEAN), €A... ... .. ORI, 1,474,000 1,474,000
VENTURA MARBOR, CA....covesnvsnnanniinns : 2,208,000 2,288,000
YUBA RIVER, CAZ.......... o lllllllllliiiIIIIIIIILNN 30,000 20,000
COLORADO
CREEK LAKE, €0.......... 429,000 429,000
CHATFIELD LAKE, ©€0....... 1,000,000 1,000,000
FC)  CHERRY CREEK LAKE, CO... . 978,000 876,000
JOHN MARTIN RESERVOIR, €O IO 1,475,000 1,478,000
FC)  TRINIDAD LAKE, ©O....vcevvunnnnnnnnnresveeserennnnnns 609,000 609,000
Fc 249,000 249,000
FC 375,000 375,000
FC 264,000 284,000
FC 724,000 724,000
133 249,000 349,000
FC CT. . 326,000 325,000
FC)  STAMPORD HURRICAME BARRILR, &T 248,000 245,000
TR CREEK, CT..ccinoeonennnnnn 412,000 412,000
(FC) 471,000 471.000
(FC) 486,000 488,000
(3 14,000,000 14,000, 000
INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY 16,000,000 16,080, 000
MURDERXILL RI 40,000 40.000
WILMINGTON HARBOR, 2,813,000 2,613,000
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
POTONAC AND ANACOSTIA RIVERS (ORIFT REMOVAL), OC...... 786,000 788,000
WASHINGTON HARBOR, DC.ssvsoveererenonnnsnsnnncnnnninns 35,000 38,000
FLORIDA
AIWN, NORFOLK TO ST JOHNS RIVER, FL, GA, SC, NC & VA 75,000 78,000
APALACHICOLA BAY, FL.. 187,000 187,000
CANAVERAL ) FL. 4,738,000 4.736,000
CENTRAL SOUTHERN FLOR 9,846,000 9,846,000
TTE y Fl..... 3,278, 3,275,000
P R giE mE
,623, 1,823,
FORT PIERCE MARBOR, FL.. ... ..........00. N2 712,000
INTRACOASTAL WATEMIAY, CALOOSAMATCHEE R TO AMCLOTE W, . 221,000 221,000
INTRACOASTAL WATERAY, JACKSONVILLE TO MIAML. FL..... 3,293,000 3,293,000
JACKSONWILLE HARBOR, FL....c.ccor.. 4,119,000 4.119,000
(NP)  JIN WOORUFF LOCK AlD bk, | Lake wnuoc.s. "FL,ALTE GA 5.111,00¢ 6.111,000
™ JOMNS PASS, PINELLAS COUNTY, FL.. 400, 00C 400, 000
(N MIAMI MARBOR, FL.....coveesen.. 298 00C 2965, 000
It NEW SARASOTA, 'FL. 1,0 1,088, 000
N 3,933,00¢ 3,933,000
N 127,00C 127,000
N 1,489, 00 1,459,000
N 717, 00¢ 717.000
N 2.147.00( 2,147,000
N 72, 00¢ 72,000
3,700, 60C 3,700, 004
N 4,00
N 85, 00C
N AMPA HARBOR, FL.. . ........eeiviivnrns 3,744, 00 3.744.00
N WITHLMIOBERTE REVER,TFLLSCoooinin 34,000
GEORGIA
ALLATOOMA LAKE, BA. L e e ALVBRS. BA AL & 5,894,000 5,894,000
AR AGHICOLA, ATTAIOOGHEE AND " FLINT RIVERS, 'GA,"AL 4. 4,321,000 4,321,000
ATUANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, GA........os..oveeess 1,816,000 1,816,000
BRUNSIICK HARBOR, eaeaerserieennss o 3,411,000 3.411.000
BUPORD DAM AND LAKE BiONEV LANIER, GA. .. 7.377.000 7.377.000
CARTERS DAM AND LAKE, GA....ooccovennnn. §.218,000 5,218,000
HARTWELL LAKE, @A & 8C...00, 000 . 10,364,000 0,384,000
J STRON THURMOND UKE,"GAd'8e 8.480.000 $.433,000
RICHARD B RUSSELL, 7,307,000 7.307.000
SAVANUAN WARBOR, e 8.377.000 8,377,000
SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW , 2,478,000 2.478,000
WEST POINT DAl ARD LARE Vank AL §.114,000 5,114,000
HAWALL
BARBERS POINT HARDOR, HI...........ccenveeeeees 143,000
1A0 STREAM FLOOD CONTROL, MAUL, ME._0illllllllll1101000 480.000
10AHO
ALBENI FALLS DAM, 1D........... .. 4,467,000
DWORSHAK DAM AND' RESERVOIR, “1D $,144.000
LUCKY PEAK LAXE, ID...... 1,084,000
ILLINOIS
ANDALUSTA BARBOR, IL. o .. oorneoreannnnnnnnarsensecesans 71,000
CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, il & IN 600,000
CARLYLE LAKE, Il.eevsaneroacnnn . 3,715,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

TYPE PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
N) 2,848,000 2,848,000
N) 810,000 810,000
FC) 273,000 273,000
N) 488,000 488,000
N} 1,440,000 1,440,000
N} 20,044,000 20,844,000
N) 1A MAVE 1,717,000 1,717,000
N) LAKE MICHIGAN DIVERSION, Ii..... . 845,000 648,000
FC) TLLE, Ih..oeouaeauoainanonacnss sesseans g.m.m 6,399,000
N) niss & MO R AND MINNEAPOL 1S (LM mlml) lL 12,437.000 12,437,000
N) MISS R BETWEEN 50 R AND MINNEAPOLIS. w0 . 73,347,000 73,347,000
FC) . . , 434,000 3,434,000
N) 123,000 123,000
N) $70,000 970,000
INDIANA
FC) 38,000 36,000
FC) 711,000 711,000
N) 1,848,000 1,848,000
N) ,000 95,000
FC) 628,000 628,000
FC) 2,000 782,000
FC) .000 643,000
N) 320,000 320,000
N) MICHIOAN $40,000 $40,000
FC)  MISSISSINEWA LAKE, 1,073,000 1,073,000
FC)  MONROE LAKE, IN. 680,000 £80,000
(FC)  PATOKA LAKE, IN 790,000 790,000
(FC)  SALAMONIE LAXE 807,000 807,000
FC)  CORALVILLE WE. IA 2,654,000 2,854,000
FC)  MISSOURL RIVER - KENSLERS BEND, NE TO S10UX Cll’V. IA.. £1,000 81,000
N) MISSOURT RIVER - SIOUX CITY TO MOUTH, IA, NE 6,088, 6,068,000
FQ) A 2,028,000 2,028,000
FC) 3,839,000 3,899,000
FC) 4,968,000 4,988,000
(FC 2,014,000 2,014,000
FC 1,038,000 1,038,000
FC 498,000 498,000
FC 765,000 788,000
FC 892,000 892,000
FC 1.13:.000 1,128,000
FC 2,236,000 2,238,000
FC 1,463,000 1.483.000
o 2,833, 00¢ 2,532,000
153 1,887,000 1.8587.000
FC 1 1,888,000
FC 893,000
FC 1 » 1,818,000
FC 1,939,000 1,938,000
Fe 30,000 330,000
(FC 2,202,000 2,202,000
(FC 1,307,000 1.307,000
MP) 7 7,026,000
FC) 1,888,00¢ 1,888,000
N} 1 1,038,000
FC 1, »00¢ 1,272,000
FC 1. 1,883,000
FC 79, 00C 979,000
FC 1.082,00¢ 1,082,000
N) 400, 00 400,000
FC) 1,807, 00( 1,722,000
FC) )88, 000 988,000
N) 1,378,000 1,378,000
FC) . 1,904,000 1,904,000
N) KENTUCKY RIVER, KY .............. .. 1,089,000 1,089,000
Y RIVER' Lw' ANDDAMS S—u. KY.... m— 3,000,000
(MP)  LAUREL IVEI 1,261,000 1,261,000
{N) LICKING R 3a,000 30,000
(FC)  MARTINS m LAKE, KY 648, 00( 649,000
(FC) 1DOLES 65,000 66,000
FC)  NOLIN LAKE, KY..........-- it . 1,956,000 1,956,000
N) OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, KY. L, IN cu 83,668,000 63,588,000
N) OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORKX, KY. IL, IN, 6,026,000 $,026,000
FC)  PAINTSVILLE LAKE, KY. 940,000 $40,000
FC)  ROUGH RIVER LAKE, KY. 1,780,000 1,780,000
FC)  TAYLORSVILLE LAKE, K¥......... 963,000 963,000
MP)  WOLF CREEK DAM - LAKE CUMBERLAND, K 5,488,000 6,488,000
FC)  YATESVILLE LAKE, KY... 1,033,000 1,033,000
LOUISIANA
N) AWALA\’A IIVER Am BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF AND BLACK, L 12,786,000 12,786,000
N) 921,000 921,000
FC) 604,000 504,000
N) BAY 10,000 10,000
FC) BAYOU PIERRE, LA.....cccovvervnenen 28,000 26,000
N) BAYOU cus LA.... 727,000 727,000
FC) CADDO LAKE, ‘\A.......... 189,000 169,000
N) VJLWIEU RIVER AND PASS, LA . ..0. 4,095,000 4,095,000
N) FRESHRATER BAYOU, eteeretareiiianrtresr e . 1,669,000 1,869,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE
(N)  OULF INTRACOASTAL WATEMWAY, LA & TX 18,110,000
(N)  HOUMA NAVIGATION o LA 3,897,000
(N) 1DENCE HARBOR 292,000
N) 37,000
M) 2,081,000
(N) §1.437.000
(N)  MISSISSIPPI RIVER - GULF , LA....... RO 12,084,000
(N)  MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLEYS AT VENICE, LA....... 1,645,000
(K)  RED RIVER WATERWAY - MISSISSIPPI RIVER TO SHAEVEPORT, . 9,714,000
REMOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH. LA eeeeait 1.866.000
(N)  TANGIPAHOA RIVER, LA 100,000
(FC)  WALLACE LAKE, LA.... 186,000
(N)  CRIEHAVEN HARBOR, ME............ccoceneen.. 293,
RIVER, M. . . -—-
YORK HARBOR, ME. .. ....ooooovnnnnnnnnnnnnns —
N)  BALTIMOAE MARBOR & CHANNELS, MO (50 FT).. 13,425,000
N} BALTIMORE HARBOR (DRIFT REMOVAL), MD... 455,000
N)  BALTIMORE HARBOR (PREVENTI $20,
M) EX, MO 0,000
N) STER RIVER, WO, ... 000
N)  CRISFIELD HARBOR 5.000 §5.000
FC) ., MD 1 060 104,000
N)  FISHING BAY, WD 70,000 70.000
N)  HERRING CREEX, VALL TIMBERS. MO 40,000 40,000
FC)  JENNINGS RANDOLPM 1,604,000 1,764,000
N) . MD..... 782,000 782,000
N)  NANTICOKE RIVER 260,000 260,000
N) cITY 126,000 128.000
N) CH 150,000 150,000
N)  WICOMICO RIVER, MO 615,000 615,000
342,000 342,000
336,000 336,000
231,000 331,000
8,087,000 8,087,000
183,000 153,000
238,000 238,000
386,000 385,000
o ceaebs 384,600 384,000
i NI S pe Rk
LITTLEVILLE LAXE, MA...... 326000 326.000
NEW BEDFORD FAIRHAVEN AND 241,000 241,000
848,000 845,000
SCITUATE HARBOR, MA...... 208,000 208,000
SESUIT HARBOR, 217,000 217,000
LAKE, WA...... 384,000 384,000
WELLFLEET 1,214,000 1.214.000
WESY MILL DAM, 479,000 478,000
WESTVILLE LAKE, MA.... 369,000 369,000
MICHIGAN
N ALPENA MARBOR, MI.......ouuuueerennnnsananeeannnns 218,000 218,000
(N ARCADIA HARBOR, MI . . . 77,000 77,000
N BOLLES RARBOR, 'MI 29,000 28,000
N SHANNELS IN LAKE ST GLAIR 245,000 248,000
N 1% HARBOR, 118,000 118,000
N DETROIT RIVER, MI. 4,728,000 4,729,000
N E N .o .e 60,000 60,000
N . i I o RO 372.000 372,000
N GRAND HAVEN HARBOR, Mi.........................0. 817,000 817,000
N GRAND MARALS HARBOR. Mi....... 218,000 218,000
N GRAND v i 123,000 123,000
N 3,000 63,000
N 77.000 77.000
N 417,000 417,000
N 31,000 31,000
N 1,641,000 1,841,000
N 280,000 280,000
N 224,000 224,000
] 136,000 136,000
N 498,000 498,000
N 440,000 440,000
N 32,000 32,000
N 772,000 772,000
N 808.000 808,000
N 485,000 455,000
N 799000 798,000
N}  POINT LOOKOUT HARBOR, MZ........cc0c0vcuvvnnvonnnanns 301,000 301,000
N 188,000 188,000
N 260,000 260,000
N 103,000 103,000
N 297,000 297,000
N . 1,802,000 1,802,000
N HARBOR, Mi. ... .. 0.0, 918,000 918,000
3 SEBEWAING RIVER (1CE JAM REMOVAL) . 10,000 10,000
N) ST CLAIR RIVER, MI.,........... 968,000 868,000
) ST JOSEPH N : 1,080, 000 1.080,000
ST WARYS RIVER, WI..... : 14,962,000 14,962.000
WHITE LAKE MARBOR, Mi. . . 434,000 434,000
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ OPERATION ANO MAINTENANCE

IYPE OF PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE
MINNESOTA
FC)  BIGSTONE LAKE WWETSTONE RIVER, MM & 80................ 478
M) DULUTH - SUPERIOR WARBOR. M & WL _... .. . 3,298
FC)  LAC QUI_PARLE LAKES, MIMNESOTA RIVER, MM 550
N)  MINNESGTA RIVER, MN..... 148
FC)  ORWELL LAKE, WN....... 4,077
FC)  RED LAKE REBERVOIR, MN.. 302
N)'  RESERVOIRS AT HEADWATERS 3,516
MISSISSIPPI
N)  BILOXI MANBOR, MB. ....i...crecieisinniiieniiniins 481,000 4a1.000
PL) ST POR, TOMBYODEE RIVEA. 'S . 203,000
M) GULFPORT HARBOR, MS............ 2 2.876.000
N)  OUTH OF YAZOO RIVER, M3 . 113,000
FC)  OKATIBBEE LAKE, MS. .. 1,77 1,773,000
N) 3 . 2.998.000
N)  PEARL RIVER, MS & LA 20 260,000
N) £ . " I 410,000
N)  YAZOO RIVER, Ms...... 3.000
MISSOURT
N)  CAMUTHERSVILLE HARBOR, MO..........c.cccvvnrn. 300, 300, 00¢
40} CLARENCE cAsam OAN WO MARK TWAIN CAKE, ‘80 ..0000000 5.278.¢ §.278.000
FC)  CLEAMATER LAKE, M. ... 2.088. 2,085 000
") RN O no assewxu. T 8,548, 8.843.00
To)  LTTILE BLUb RIVER L oot 1,403, 1,403 00C
FO)  LOND DRANCH LAKE, W0 . 731,000
N} MISS RIVER BETWEEN Oui 18,858,000 [0 0
N) NEW MADRID WARBOR, MO. 00, 300, 00C
FC) POMME DE TERRE LAKE, 1,888, 1,688, 00(
FC)  SMITHVILLE LAKE, MO..... 1,030,000 1.030, 00X
M) SOUTHEAST MISSOURI PORT, NiSs1aSiPPL AIVER, WO. 180 150,000
MP)  STOCKTON LAKE, MO 3.828 2,828,000
ne) 5.586 8.665.000
FC) 18 16,000
23] 20 20,000
(4P) 4,080, 4,080,000
(nP) 5.009 5.008.000
() 6.383. $,383,000
(FC) 1,488, lgg
.
(W)  MISSOURI R WASTER WTR GONTROL MANGAL. NE.  IA. K, w0, 500 500,000
(FC)  PAPILLION CREEX & TRIBUTARIES LAKES, NE....... 742 742,000
(FC)  SALT CREEK AND TRIGUTARIES, NE.....o..c00vveesvnronsss 0 811,000
NEVADA
(FC)  WARTIS CREEK LAKE. MV 8 CA........... 378.000 378,000
(FC)  PINE AND MATHEWS CANYONS LAKES, Nv. ... .... 163,000 163,000
NEW HAMPSHIRE
(FC)  BLACKNATER DA, MH........roeesrisnisssensniinns 387.000 387,000
(FC) L i 346.000 346000
(FC) 614,000 614,000
(FC) LAKES, N4 : $27.000 $27.000
(FC)  OTTER BROOK LAKE, NM................. . 392,000 382,000
(FC)  SURRY MOUNTAIN LAKE, NW.... o lllllililiiiiiiiiciiooice 401,000 401,000
(N} BARNEGAY INLET, WJ 1,468,000 1,486,000
(N}  CHEESE 2.590.000 2.890, 000
(N)  COLD SPRING INLET, NJ......... 485,000 485,000
(N)  DELAMARE RIVER AT CAMDEN, NI . 850,000 850,000
(N LAWARE RIVER, PMILADELPRIA TO THE SEA. NJ. PA & OE. 18,157,000 18,187,000
(N) DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA, PA TO 'memou NJ....... 1,268,000 1,285,000
WINLE NJ........J..................... . — 100,000
N3 JERSEY INTRACOASTAL RATERRAY, R I 3,729,000 3,729.000
(N) : 410,000 410,000
(N} 1,190,000 1,190,000
{N) TOMS RIVER, NJ. @teseersensenraerans 290,000 290,000
NEW MEXICO
(FC)  ABLOULU DAN. MM ..ovvveresinnirenneiiinninii, 1,352,000 1,352,000
(FC) w:é N o 2,040,000 2,040,000
(FO)  ConcwAs LAKE. ai" 1,134,000 1.134.000
(FC) CALTOTE0 DAM. tel. .. 244,000 244,000
(FC)  JEMEZ CANYON' DAM, M. . ... 398,000 398,000
(FC)  SANTA ROSA DAM AND LAKE, Nt 998000 $08,000
(FC) TWO RIVERS DAM, NM sesececennaas 386,000 356,000
{FC) 438,000 438,000
(FC) 226,000 226,000
(N} 230,000 230,000
(N) 3,205.000 3,208,000
(N} 00,000 00,000
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TYPE OF PROJECT TITLE T
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
N 4EB, 00X 485,000
N 20 820,000
N 300, 00C 309,000
N 8 198,000
) 930,000
FC) 483,000 483,000
N 1,868,000 1,868,000
N 130, 00¢ 130,000
N 10,000 10000
N 1,380, 00K 1,380,000
N 2,520, 00¢ 2,820,000
N 50, 00C 160,000
N 20, 00( 220,000
N 3,880,000 3,880,000
N 1.930,000 1,930,000
N 1,660,000 1,560,000
N 70,000 670,000
FC) 1,810,000 1,810,000
N RSEY CHANNELS, WY 08, 000 206,000
N R (DRIFT REMOVAL), NY & 4,886,000 4,886,000
N NEW YORK HARBOR (PREVENTION OF OBST 740,000 740,000
N NEW YORK MARBOR, NY 6,020,000 6,020,000
N OAK ORCHARD HARBOR, 10,000 10,000
N OLCOTT MARBOR, NY,. 10,000 10,000
N OSWEGO HARBOR. NY . . 496,000 496,000
N SHINNECOCK INLET, NY............. " P 200,000 200,000
FC)  SOUTHERN NEW YORK FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS, NY. .. 853,000 853,000
FC)  WHITNEY POINT LAXE, NY..... Ceverecaeanin .. 516,000 515,000
N} WILSON HARBOR. NY........ooovuvnverrnss L 10,000 10,000
HORTH CAROLINA
N) 5,097,000 5,097,000
FC) 1,237,000 1,237,000
N 380,000 350,000
N 415,000 418,000
N 655,000 666,000
N 1,200,000 1,200,000
N)  CAROLINA BEACH INLET, NC............. 852,000 852,000
FC)  FALLS LAKE, NC.......c0000... 1,070,000 1,070,000
N 857,000 857,000
N)  MANTEO (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, NC. .. c..vvoovvsnsn 6,508,000 6,506,000
N 4,680,000 4,650,000
N) - MOREHEAD CITY MARBOR, NC...........c.ccouens. 3,108,000 3,108,000
N NEW RIVER INLET, NC..... 1.898,000 1,595,000
N NEW TOPSAIL INLET AND CONNEC 840,000 $40.000
N PAMLICO AND TAR RIVERS, NC 125,000 125,000
N ROANOKE RIVER, NC... 126,000 128,000
N SILVER LAKE 3 200,000 200,000
FC) W KERR SCOTT DAM AND RESERVOIR, NC. 2,848,000 2,848,000
(N} WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC.........-.0.c0eceecenn Creereane- §,048,000 &, 048,000
NORTH DAKOTA
FC) 222,000 222,000
5} 9,154,000 9,184,000
FC) 149,000 149,000
FC) 1,230,000 1,230,000
FC) 408,000 406,000
FC) 101,000 101,000
£e) 861,000 861,000
N) 1,088,000 1,088,000
FC) 1,907,000 1,907,000
FC) 1,186,000 1,186,000
FC) 722,000 722,000
N) 3,038,000 13,038,000
N) €55, 000 658,000
FC) 820,000 620,000
F¢) 623,000 623,000
£C} 914.000 214,000
n 820,000 820,000
) HARBOR, OW. 407,000 407,000
FC)  MASSILLON LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH 26,000 25,000
FC)  MICHAEL J KIRWAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, OH.. 922,000 922,000
FC)  MOSQUITO CREEK LAKE, OH............... 1,026,000 1.028.000
FC)  MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES, OM.......... 8,207,000 8,287,000
FC)  NORTH BRANCH KOKOSING RIVER LAKE. OH. 213,000 213,000
FC)  PAINT CREEK LAKE, OH.. . 521,000 21,000
N) PO o 75,000 76.000
N)  ROCKY RIVER, OH..... 12,000 12,000
FC)  ROSEVILLE LOCAL PROTE 30,000 30,000
N) Y , OH. 1,030,000 1,030,000
N)  TOLEDO HARBOR, OH. .. 3,502,000 3,802,000
FC)  TOM JENKINS DAM, OH. : 430000 430,000
N)  VERMILION L, OML L., . 10,000 10,000
FC)  WEST FORK OF MILL CREEK LAKE. OM. . 609, 000 608,000
FC)  WILLIAM H HARSHA LAKE, OH.,.......... OO 850,000 850,000
£C) 292,000 292,000
FC) 749, 749,000
) BOW 2,089,000 2,069,000
FC) 39, 39,000
FC)  CANTON LAKE, OK 1,692,000 1,692,000
FC)  COPAN LAKE, OK... 874, 874,000
MP)  EUFAULA LAKE, OK...... 0. 1.1 . 4,405,000 4,405,000
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PE Ol PROJECT TITLE BUDGET
PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
(P FORT GIBSON LAKE, OK,.....cov0vevvrscecronccvencannans 4,27 ,00C 4,271,000
(FC)  FORT SUPPLY LAKE, OK....... 847, 00C 7,
(FC 337,00C 337,000
(FC 784, 00C 784,000
(FC 1,827,00¢ 1,627,000
(FC 401,000 401,000
(FC 1,702,000 1,702,000
(P 3,018, 00C 3,819,000
(FC 1,373,000 1.373,00C
(FC 611,000 611,00(
(FC 5.00C L 00
{FC) PINE CREEK LAKE, OK 1,168, 00¢ 1,168, 00¢
(P ROBERT 8 KERR LOCK AND DAM 4,962 ,00¢ 4,
(FC)  SARDL s DK, ovuonnnn 887, 00( 357, 00K
(FC 789
(up 3.371.00K 3.371,00¢
{FC 1,884, 1,884,00(
(NP 3,515,000 3,518, 00(
(FC 847, 00( 347,000
(FC)  APPLEGATE LAKE, OR .54, 664,000
ASTORIA HARSOR, NOR' ——— 275,000
(FC) RIVER LAKE, OR....ooocreoccnocenen 442,000 442,000
(MP)  BOMNEVILLE LOCK AND DAM, OR & WA.. 000 18,788,000
(N)  CHETCO RIVER, OR ,000 600,000
(N) COLUMBIA & LWR WILLAMETTE R BLW VANCOWER, WA & PORTLA 000 11,017,000
(N) GOLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, OR & WA.................. 000 8,013,000
(N)  COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN VANCOUVER, WA AND THE DALLES, O 000 420,000
(N) OR. .. 000 4,348,000
{N) & 454,000
(FC) 719,000
(MP) 000 1,262,000
(N) 000 . 000
(MP) 000 2,247,000
(FC) .000 852, 00C
(FC) §869,000 6589, 00C
FC) FERN RIDGE LAKE, OR PP 920,000 920, 00(
MP)  GREEN PETER - FOSTER LAKES, OR..... 2,568,000 2,558, 00C
(2] HILLS CREEX LAXKE, OR........... . 782,000 2
MP)  JOHN DAY LOCK AND DAM, OR & WA.. 14,908,000 14,988, 00C
MP}  LOOKOUT POINT LAKE, OR $,439,000 5.4
MP)}  LOST CAREEK LAXE, OR... 3,814,000 2,914,000
MP)  MCNARY LOCK AND DAM, 12,861,000 12,861,000
N) 428,000 425,000
N) — 500,000
N) . 816,000 $1€,000
N) . 864,000
N) . 81.000 61.000
N) . 43,000
H) . 1,084,000 1.
N) . 848,000 . 00C
FC) ceen . 70,000 70, 00¢
FC) OR . 482,000 482,00C
(N)  YAQUINA BAY AND NARBOR, OR.............. v 1,866,000 1,665,000
PENNSYLVANIA
(N) ALLEGHENY RIVER, PA...........ccviivnvesnnnnennancnsnes 12,736,000 12,736,000
(FC) ALVIN R BUSH DAM, PA...... . - 812,000 612,000
(FC AYLESWORTH CREEK LAKE, PA.. 20%.000 208,000
(FC)  BELTZVILLE LAKE, PA...... 1,425,00C 1,428,000
(FC)  BLUE MARSH . 2,089, 00C 2,089,000
{FC 3,112,00( 3. .000
{FC 2,084,00 2
FC 1,201,000 1,201,000
FC 889,00
fC 1,036, 00C t
N) 68,00
£C) 683, 00¢
Fe 878, 00¢ 675,000
FC. 331,00( 331,000
FC)  JOMNSTOWN, PA......00uvesosssoncesoncennan 1,243,000 1,243
FC 1,689,000 1,889, 00(
FC)  LOYALHAMNA LAKE, PA....c...c0o00nnn.. 1,186,000 1. 155,00
Fe 1,644,000 1,844,00(
N) 16,586,000 16,588,00
FC) 483,000
FC) 37,000 37.000
FC) 3.426.000 5,9
N)  SCHUYLKILL RIVER, 1,930,000 1,930,000
FC SHENANGO RIVE! . 2,074,000 2,074,000
FC)  STILLWATER LAKE - . 373.000 373,000
£C)  TIOGA - LAKES, PA . 2,415,000 2,416,000
FC)  TIOMESYA LAKE, PA,..... . 1,286,000 1,266,000
FC)  UNION CITY LAKE, PA. . 296,000 296,000
FC EK_LAKE . . 1,242,000 1,242,000
(FC)  YORK INDIAN ROCK DAM, PA. . 3,044,000 3,044.000
(FC OGHENY RIVER LAXKE, PA........ Ctetiiiaanaiaa, . 1,833,000 1,833,000
PUERTO RICO
(N)  SAN JUAN HARBOR, PR..... v erraeaieaeseieteenenannen 10,000 10,000
SOUTH CARGLINA
{N) ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATEMWAY, 8C..... beseesecrsnenen 2,420,000 2,420,000
(N)  CHARLESTOM HARBOR, SC..........000.00. §.426,000 8,626,000
(N) COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON MARBOR. SC............00000us 2,489,000 2,469,000
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PROJECT ESTIMATE CONFERENCE
N) 000 186,
) +000 3,509,000
N} 000 o4,
N} 000 68.000
N) 000 1,192,000
N} 000 428,000
N) 000 491,000

SOUTH DAKOTA
810 BEND DAM - LAKE SHARPE. S0 6,079,000 6,079,000

FC)  COLD BAOOK 0. 190,000 190,000
FC)  COTTONWOOD SPRINGS LAKE, 184,000 4.000
WP)  FT RANDALL OAM - LAXE rm«:xs CASE, '8D. 8,520,000 8,520,000
FC) LAKE TRAVERSE, 8D 8 MN..........-..... 923,000 73

(WP)  OAHE DAM - LAXE OAHE, 80 & NO. .. . i il i . 1000 9,363,000 9,363,000
w 000 5,261,000
P 000 5,895,000
o 000 4,192,000
[ 000 4,082,000
-4 MIcK 000 $:289:000
N} TENNESSEE nxv:n. ™ .000 13,637,000
M) WOLF RIVER HARBOR, TN 000 €50, 000
FC)  AQUILLA LAKE, TX. .o ss s o nrmnmnnaessosessnsnnnnsonsnss 623,000 623,000
¢ - RED RIVER BASING CHLORIDE CONTROL - AREA vi 1,129,000 1,138,000

BARDWELL LAKE, TX 1,210,000 1,210,000

FC) BELTON LAKE, TX.. 2,249,000 2,248,000
FC)  BENBMOOK LAKE, TX...... 1,610,000 1.810.000
N)  BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, ‘TX 1,038,000 1,038,000
FC)  BUFFALO BAYOU AND TRIBUTARIES 3,849,000 3.649,000
FC)  CANYOR LAKE, TX.....0000000s.. 1,657,000 1.657.000
N CHAMEL TO PORT MANSFIELD, TX. 1,510,000 1,610,000
FC)  COOPER LAKE AND CHAMNELS, TX.... 874,000 874,000
R CORPGS ENRISTI SHLP CHANNEL, TX. 2,190,000 2,180,000
MP)  DENISON DAM ~ LAKE YEXOMA. TX... 6,033,000 6.033,000
FC)  ESTELLINE SPRINGS, TX.. ... ..0.0i.. .1l 12,000 12.000
FC) ARELLS BRIDGE DAM - LAKE OFTHE PINES, TX 2,130,000 2,130,000
N) PORT HARBOR, TX............ 2,870,000 2.870.000
N)  GALVESTON 136, 000 1

N G 1,685,000 1,696, 00C
:8 }32% }.4 b9, 00C
(N) 17.808.000 17,808,0
FC) 1,007,000 1,007,000
N) 5,823,000 5,823,000
FC 610,000 810,000
FC 218,000 218,000
FC 2,303,000 2,303,000
FC 2,799,000 2,798,000
N) 5,145,000 5,148,000
N) 1,780,000 1,780,000
FC 1,388,000 1.368.000
FC 1,540,000 1,840,000
FC 1,12 1,120,000
(23 873,000 873,000
FC 1,628,000 1,628,000
o 243.000 11,548, 009
N) 11,946,000 946,
WP) RAYBURN DAM ANO 4,217,000 4,217,000
TC)  SOMEMVILLE LAKE, TX.|ooh 2,282,000 2,282,000
FC) STILLHOUSE HOLLOW 1,519,000 1,519,000
N)  TEXAS CITY SH 1,626,000 1,828,000
MP)  TOWN BLU 1,602,000 1,502,000
N)  TRINITY RIVER & 1,270,000 1,270,000
FC)  WACO 2,014,000 2.014.000
FC) WALLISVILLE LAK 473,000 473,000
MP)  WHITNEY LAXE, TX, 3,659,000 3,659,000
(FC)  WRIGHT PATMAN DAR AND LAKE, TX 2.328,000 2,326,000

VERMONT
FC)  BALL MOUNTAIN LAKE, VT........... e ereiaiaaa. .. 548,000 548,000
N)  NARROWS OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN. VT &'NY. . 645,000 645,000
FC)  NORTH HARTLAND LAKE, VT......... 358,000 398,000
fe) NORTH SPRINGFIELD LAKE, Vi 483,000 483,000
P&} INTON GILUAE DAM, VEIIIIIIIINIIN 363,000 363,000
VIRGINIA

N} ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL BATERWAY, VA...........cooeosess 3,169,000 3,189,000
N) L TO NEWPORT NEWS, VA...... 530,000 90,000
N) CHINGOTEAQUE BAY mmm. 42,000 42,000
N)  CHINCOTEAGUE WARBOR 36,000 36,000
N)  CHINCOTEAGUE INLET, VA........... 886,000 898,000
N) CRANES CREEK, VA.. 321,000 321,000
N) DEEP CREEK, VA.......eeocevnnns.. 697,000 97,000
FC)  GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE MOOMAW. VA ... ..... 2,169,000 2,169,000
W) HAMPTON RDS. WORFOLX & NEWPORT NEWS MBR. VA { §47.000 7.000
N)  HOSKINS CREEX, VA 395,000 395,000
N} JAMES RIVER " 1,816,000 1,616,000
MP)  JOMN M KERR LAKE, VA 8.770,000 8.270.000
FC)  JOWM W FLJ DAM 1,551,000 1.581.
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L NORFOLK HARSOR (nsvamm OF 0BSTRUCTIVE DEPOS!TS) v 200,000 ,000
N) NORFOLK MARBOR, VA........000uvncvsonnnssarssnnnnne e 6,131,000 5,131,000
FC)  NORTH FORK OF PMIIVENI.ME VA....... . 381,000 1,000
nP) 2,266,000 2, .000
NY 337,000 337.000
N) 870,000 870,000
N) 389,000 389,000
{N) 467,000 7 .000
(N) 1,386,000 1,366,000
N 34,000 34,000
[} 1.268,000 1,268,000
MP) 12,038,000 12,038,000
N) 26,000 26,000
N) 7.000 7.000
{ 4] 558,000 569,000
(N) 470,000 870,000
(N) 10,868, 000 10,655,000
(FCY 1,373,000 1,373,000
(MP) 14,884,000 14,884,000
(N) 102, 000 202,000
(N) 6,877,000 .877,000
wP) 4,978,000 978,000
uP} 10,618,000 10,818,000
) $,318,000 318,000
FC) 31,000 731,000
{FC) MT ST MELENS, WA........ 432,000 432,000
FC) 1,822,000 1,822,000
N) 12,000 12,000
N) 1,156,000 1,155,000
N) 2,250,000 2,260,000
N) 878,000 678,000
FC) 174,000 174,000
FC) 56,000 56,000
~P) 12,270,000 12,270,000
N) MLWA ulwn AND HARBOR 431,000 431,000
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC)  BEECH FORK LAKE, W.. 956,000 986,000
(FC) BLUE 1,741,000 1,741,000
(FC) 1,187,000 1,187,000
TFC) 1,208,000 1,296,000
(N} 3,000 3,000
{FC} w 10,000 10,000
(N) KAMABHA RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, W 11,376,000 11,378,000
(FC) R O BAILEY LAKE, 1.832,000 1,632,000
(FC)  STONEWAL 257,000 967,000
(FC) 1,310,000 1,310,000
{FC) SUTTON 1,783,000 t.783,000
N) TYGARY LAKE es 1,618,000 1,616,000
(N) 117,000 117,000
(N) 107,000 107,000
(FC) GALI 560,000 580,000
(M) FOX RIVER, 2,218,000 2,216,000
(N) GREEN 1,028,000 1,026,000
(N) 130,000 130,000
(M} Ki 300,000 300,000
(EC) LA FARGE LAKE, WI 43,000 43,000
(N} 1 TOWOC 267,000 257,000
{N) MILWAUKEE HARS 3,123,000 3,123,000
{N) SHEBOY! 883,000 883,000
{N) STURGEON BAY M 2,831,000 2.831,000
(N} TWO RIVERS HARBOR, WIL.........00c0navinoness 760,000 760,000
WYOMING
(FC)  JACKSON HOLE LEVEES. WY..... . ...ouirinnncanennncnnnns 978,000 979,000
MISCELLANEOUS

CIVIL WORKS ENERGY DATA SYSTEM...............cnvvunnnn &0,000 -—
COASTAL INLET RESEARCH 4,000,000 2.000,000

- DREDGING DATA AND LOCK PER mmmnm SYSTEM, 480, 000 480, 000
DREDGING OPERATIONS AND ENVINONMENTAL RESEARCH (OOER). 3,000 ——
DREDGING OPERATIONS YECHNICAL W PROGRAM (DOTS). 3,360,000 1,875,000

E HAZARDS FOR BUILDINGS AND LIFELINES 1,280,000 800,000
ENVIRONMERTAL REVIEW GUIDE FOR OPEMYIOIH (ERGO) 2,000,000 —-——

WASTE SITE lﬂYOMT 3.000.000 -

7,818,000 6,000,000

1,000, 00 600,000

2,100, 00¢ 1,900,000

20, 00K 20,000

7.000, 00C 5.000, 000

4,000, 00K 2.000,000

00, 00K -

1,800, 00¢ -

400, 00
:.ﬂll, 200

II.M: .l:: 7'”‘!6'000

MY!&M‘I‘MW 3 ——-
REINVESTED USER FEES FOR RECREATION m‘n. 3 —
RELIABILITY MOOELS PROGRAM FOR MAJOR RENABILITATION.. 676,000 600,000
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REMOVAL OF SUNKEN VESSELS.........cooc000-00 crsveesaea 1,000,000 506,000
REPAIR EVN.MAYIN nxmmcs RESEARCH (REMR 1150000 6,000,000 1,600,000
RIVER CONFLUENCE I ceseessasa . sessauee 1,180,000 —
SCANNING HYDROGRAPHIC OPERATIONAL ALRBORNE LIDAR !IRVE 1.750,000 1,780,000
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS 3,068,000 3,000,000
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN 4,109,000 3,000,000
WATER OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPOR 1,600,000 ——
WATERBORNE COMMERCE STATISTICS.. 4,200,000 4,200,000
Kﬂm ACTION PLAN IMPLEMENTATION. 800,000 ==
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGE........ ~-58,770,000 =$7,770,000
TJOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTEMANCE........ veereves  1,749.875,000 1,703,697,000

TYPE OF PROJECT:
(N) NAVIGATION
(BE) BEACH ERQSION CONTROL
(FC)  FLOOD CONTROL
(MP)  MULTIPURPOSE, INCLUDING POWER
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TITLE 1

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

The summary tables at the end of this title set forth the con-
ference agreement with respect to the individual appropriations,
programs and activities of the Bureau of Reclamation. Additional
items of conference agreement are discussed below.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Amendment No. 17: Appropriates $12,684,000 for General In-
vestigations instead of $13,114,000 as proposed by the House and
$11,234,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 18: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
providing $300,000 for the completion of the feasibility study of al-
ternatives for meeting drinking water needs on the Cheyenne River
Sioux Reservation and surrounding communities in South Dakota.
Funding for this project ($150,000) is included in the amount ap-
propriated in Amendment No. 17.

CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM

Amendment No. 19: Appropriates $411,046,000 for Construc-
tion Program instead of $417,301,000 as proposed by the House
and $390,461,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conference agreement includes $12,069,000 for Miscellane-
ous Project Programs of the Central Valley Project, California,
which includes $200,000 for the Salmon Stamp Program as de-
scribed in the House Report, $250,000 for the Colusa Basin Drain-
age District Management Project, and $5,750,000 for the
unscreened diversions program, which is $250,000 less than the
budget request.

The conferees have provided $6,540,000 for the Sacramento
River Division of the Central Valley Project, California. The
amount provided includes: $3,000,000 for the completion of engi-
neering and design and initiation of construction of a new fish
screen and fish recovery facilities at the Glenn-Colusa Irrigation
District's Hamilton City Pumping Plant; $1,000,000 for the con-
tinuation of the pilot research pumping facility evaluation;
$500,000 for the program to find solutions for passage for endan-
gered and threatened fish at the Red Bluff Diversion Dam;
$865,000 for the installation and evaluation of alternative fish
guidance systems at Reclamation District 108 and Reclamation
District 1004; and $300,000 for the Winter-Run Chinook Salmon
Captive Broodstock Program.

The conference agreement includes $5,067,000 for the Trinity
River Restoration Program, California, the same as the budget re-
quest and the amount provided in the House and Senate bills. In-
cluded in this total is $500,000 to carry out the interagency agree-
ment between the Bureau of Reclamation and the Hoopa Valley
Tribe regarding the Cooperative for Comprehensive Fisheries Man-
agement and funds necessary to complete the Environmental Im-
pact Statement in support of the instream flow decision the Sec-
retary of the Interior is required to render in 1996.
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On July 17, 1995, one of the eight spillway gates at Folsom
Dam in California failed resulting in an uncontrolled flow of 40,000
cubic feet per second of water from the reservoir. The total loss of
water was about 360,000 acre-feet, which is approximately 35% of
total reservoir capacity. The conferees are aware that the Bureau
of Reclamation has begun work to design a replacement for the
damaged gate, with the goal of having the replacement gate in-
stalled in 1996. Because of the timing of this event, no funds were
included in either the House bill or the Senate bill to accomplish
this work. The conferees agree that the Bureau of Reclamation may
reprogram up to $6,000,000 of the funds available to it in fiscal
year 1996, upon notification of the House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees, for the removal and replacement of the damaged
gate and the remediation of the remaining spillway gates at Folsom
Dam. If additional funds are required in fiscal year 1996 to com-
plete the work, the Bureau of Reclamation should request those
funds following the normal reprogramming procedures.

On August 22, 1995, the Department of the Interior submitted
to the House and Senate subcommittees a request to reprogram
$5,000,000 to the Los Angeles Area Water Reclamation and Reuse,
California, project. Because of the unanticipated funding needs
which have arisen, including the need to repair Folsom Dam in
California and the need to make additional dam safety repairs at
Ochoco Dam in Oregon, the conferees have agreed to defer, without
prejudice, action on this reprogramming request.

The conference agreement includes $1,500,000 for the National
Fish and Wildlife Foundation as proposed by the Senate. The
House had deleted the funds requested by the Administration for
this program. Within the amounts provided for the National Fish
and Wildlife Foundation, $500,000 shall be made available to sup-
port the Spring Run and Coho Salmon Programs approved by the
House under the Central Valley Project, Miscellaneous Project Pro-
grams, California, and $100,000 shall be made available to support
the Kaweah River Delta Corridor Project. The conferees are con-
cerned about certain grants that have been made by the National
Fish and Wildlife Foundation to organizations known to be hostile
to the interests of private landowners and those engaged in the
productive and lawful use of public lands. The conferees have in-
cluded the funding cited above for the Foundation based upon the
understanding that its grant award procedures have been consider-
ably tightened, and that the Foundation will make a concerted ef-
fort to avoid making further grants to the types of organizations
described above. The Foundation’s performance in this regard will
be closely monitored by the Committees during the coming year.

The conference agreement includes $5,000,000 for the Wet-
lands Development Program. From within that amount, the con-
ferees direct that $3,600,000 be utilized to continue the Caddo
Lake wetlands project in Texas.

The conferees agree with the language contained in the House
Report regarding the Rillito Creek, Arizona, High Plains Ground-
water Recharge Demonstration project. In addition, the conference
agreement includes $500,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation to con-
tinue the Equus Beds recharge project in Kansas.
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Amendment No. 20: Provides that $94,225,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under the Construction Program shall be available for
transfer to the Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund for
construction of the Central Arizona Project as proposed by the
House instead of $92,725,000 as proposed by the Senate.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Amendment No. 21: Appropriates $273,076,000 for Operation
and Maintenance instead of $278,759,000 as proposed by the House
and $267,393,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Due to the budgetary situation, the conferees have provided
$273,076,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation’s operation and main-
tenance program, which is $15,683,000 below the budget request
and $1,224,000 below the amount appropriated in fiscal year 1995.
The conferees expect the Bureau of Reclamation to use the flexibil-
ity available to it in managing the operation and maintenance pro-
gram to ensure that the most critical maintenance needs are met.
In that regard, the conferees agree with the language contained in
the House Report regarding the growth in the Associated Operation
and Maintenance Programs and expect the Bureau of Reclamation
to derive a significant share of the reduction below the budget re-
quest from the various Associated O&M Programs in order to re-
tain as much money as possible for operation and maintenance of
projects.

The conferees note that the backlog in replacements, additions,
and extraordinary maintenance items continues to grow for the
Central Valley Project in California. In addition, the conferees are
concerned that the Bureau of Reclamation has failed to comply
with the directive to submit a plan, by February of 1995, for reduc-
ing the backlog in replacements, additions, and extraordinary
maintenance items in a timely manner and direct that this pre-
viously requested plan be submitted as soon as possible. The con-
ference agreement does include $4,625,000 for replacements, addi-
tions, and extraordinary maintenance items, the same as the budg-
et request. The conferees urge the Bureau of Reclamation to con-
tinue its efforts to reach consensus with the canal authorities on
the manner that those funds are allocated. The conference agree-
ment also includes $5,454,000 for operation and maintenance of the
Trinity River Division. The amount provided includes sufficient
funds to continue the monitoring and tagging tasks, repair of win-
ter damage, and sediment control needed for continued manage-
ment of the Trinity River fishery.

The conferees have been informed that landowners and farm-
ers suffered flooding and destruction of crops in March 1995 from
waters of the Arroyo Pasajaro in Fresno County, California. The
waters were diverted from the San Luis Canal, jointly operated by
the Bureau of Reclamation and the State of California. The con-
ferees direct the Bureau to evaluate the damage and report back
to Congress on whether Federal responsibility is involved and if
steps should be taken to provide compensation to those suffering
damage.
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CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT RESTORATION FUND

The conferees direct that the $1,000,000 requested for the San
Joaquin River Basin Resource Management Initiative, and any
funds remaining from previous fiscal years, not be expended for
that purpose. This action is consistent with action of the Congress
during consideration of H.R. 1158. In the reports accompanying
that bill, the Bureau of Reclamation was directed not to obligate
any additional funds in fiscal year 1995 for the San Joaquin River
Basin Resource Management Initiative.

The conference agreement includes $12,281,000 for the Shasta
Dam Temperature Control Device, $1,000,000 above the budget re-
quest.
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS
ARIZONA

MSON/P”OEN!X MTER CONSERVATION AND EXCHANGE STUDY.. 50,000 50,000
VEROE R N MANAGEMENT STUDY ..o s cvrsnnnsencnnnss 125,000 128,000
CALIFORNIA
DEL NORTE CNTY/CRESCENT CITY WASTEWAVER RECLAMATION ST - 300,000
At 175,000 ??2%
100,000 e
50,000 —
— 100.000
SAN FRANCISCO 700,000 1,000,000
30 CALIF COASTAL WATER SUPPLY STUDY........::o0000cs0s 50.000 80,000
S0 CALIF COMPRENENSIVE WATER SUPPLY & RECI.M\?IN sSTUD 750,000 750,000
COLORADO
GRAND VALLEY PROJECT WATER CONSERVATION STUDY......... 50.000 50,000
RURAL WATER SUPPLY ... ...ovvvsnnssss 75,000 —
YAMPA RIVER WATER SUPPLY STUDY.....cccvnnnnsvevvacsans 50,000 50,000
1DAHO
IDAHO RIVER SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT ... ..o cvoevannsvovoanns 100,000 100,000
UPPER SALMON RIVER WATER OPTIMiZATION. .. ... llll1llll] 180,000 180,000
KANSAS
KANSAS COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATION........ecvovvernens 100,000 75,000
MONTANA
WESTERN MONTANA WATER CONBERVATION STUDY. 200,000 200,000
YELLOWSTONE RIV!R BASIN STUDY.....cov000000eee 140,000 120,000
NEBRASKA
NEBRASKA WATER SUPPLY ASSESSMENT........covcereveocons 100,000 75,000
NEVADA
WALKER RIVER BASIN........cco0ectvnervassrassenvnsnnsss - 150,000
NEW NEXICO
RIO GRANOE/LOW FLOW CONVEYANCE CHAMNEL ... ......... 100,000 785,000
SAN JUAN RIVER MLLUP NAVAJO WATER SUPPLY. M. ... Bl 100,000
OKLAHOMA
OKLAHOMA WATER SUPPLY STUDY......coovuvrecvsannvosnvne 100,000 75,000
OREGON
SARLTON LAKE RESTORATION................. 80,000 50,000
CENTRAL OREQON IRRIG SYS CONSERVATION PROJ FEASIBILITY 200,000 200,000
UPPER DE! BS PROJECT . .. .evunrencnsonssnnnmnssnnnens 80,000 50,000
AONDE RIVER BASIN ©_..0. 0 . 200,000 200,000
GON REGIONAL WA 300, 000 300,000
180,000 150,000
200,000 200,000
E STUDY.". 50,000 50,000
SOUTHERN OREGON COASTAL RIVER BASING.. ... . .l l...lll. 100,000 100,000
SOUTH DAKOTA
CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX RESERVATION.......uc00vevvaas sene ——- 150,000
SOUTH DAKOTA
BLACK HILLS REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT STUDY........... 150,000 180,000
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BUREA OF RECLAMATION

PROJECT TITI BUDGET CONFERENCE
Le ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
TEXAS
AQUIFER REGIONAL WATER RESOURCES & MGMT STUDY. 240,000 240,000
BAYOU=NUECES MARSH WETLANDS RESTOR/ENHANCE PROJ 160,000 150,000
RIO GRANDE/RIO BRAVO INTERNATIWL BASIN ASSESSMENT... 200,000 180,000
RIO GRANDE CONVEYANCE CANAL/PIPELINE.......ccvcecnnnan — 150,000
UTAH
ASHLEY/BRUSH CREEKS OPTIMIZATION STUDY..........cevnes 75,000 75,000
WEBER BASIN WATER QUALITY/WATERSHED........cco0ineeuas 100,000 100,000
WASHINGTON
WASHINGTON RIVER BASIN PLANMING........ccconceunnannas 75,000 78,000
VARIOUS
BEAR RIVER BASIN WATER QUALITY/WATERSHED........ 100,000 100,000
TER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 378,000 375,000
OROUGHT IWESTXMTIM............ 40,000 40,000
ENVIRONMENTAL & COORDINATION ACTIVITIES, .. 1,877,000 1,000,000
FISH & WILDLIFE HABITAT PRESERVATION AND ENHANCEMENT.. 50,000 —
PLANN STUDIES. ... .cviiiinnnnrocrcssennees 2,438,000 1,635,000
INVESTIGATION OF EXISTING PROJECTS.......c.... 540,000 432,000
mmmwuﬂu eeee 78,000 ———
MINOR WORK OM COMPLETED mxmnau............. 180,000 120,000
MISSOURI RIVER BASIN TRIBES IN SOUTH 260,000 250,000
PALLID STURGEOCN DECISION SUPPORT SYSTEM 140,000 140,000
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO STATES..........0ccvvvee 1,885,000 1,332,000
UPPER SNAKE RIVER BASIN STORAGE OFTIMIZAVION. . ....... 200,000 200,000
UPPER SNAKE RIVER BASIN SALMON MIGRATION WATER STUDY.. 260,000 280,000
TOTAL, OGENERAL INVESTIGATIONS..........ccc00v00s 13,802,000 12,684,000
CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM
CONSTRUCTION AND RENABILITATION
COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS
CALIFORNIA
CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT:
SOUTH UNIT. ... .oiiiiniirrnnnccnnanans 1,387,000 1,387,000
DELTA DIVIBION....ooveuiarasrintenaronannes €,500,000 . 580,000
iieasaacanns .. 11,889,000 12,088,000
RIVER DIVISION.......... 875,000 « 540,000
SAN PELIPE DIVISION $84,000 684,000
SAN LUIS UNIT.... 800,000 800,000
SHASTA DIVISION.. 749,000 19,749,000
TRINITY RIVER RESTORATION PROGRAM. §,087,000 8,087,000
LOS ANGELES AREA WATER RECLAMATION/REUSE . $.300,000 $.300.000
BRACKION WATER RECLAMATION DEMONSTRATION FPGIL!TY..... - 1,000,000
SAN OIEQ0 AREA WATEN RECLAMATION PROGRAM.............. 2,340,000 2,340,000
SAN GABRIEL BASIN PROJECT...........ccvrvuivereracanens 9,780,000 #,000,000
SAN JOSE WATER RECLAMATION/REUSE-TITLE 16€....0.0.I.01] 1,780,000 1,780,000
COLORADO
GRAND VALLEY UNIT, TITLE II, CRBSCP........c0cvvnnvens 5.799.000 §,799,000
LOWER GUNNISON IN UNIT, TITLE 11, CRBSGR. ... ... . 1,231,000 1,231,000
PARADOX VALLEY UNIT, TITLE I{, CABSCP........ ... 000 300, 000 300,000
I0AMO
MINIDOKA NORTH SIDE DRAINWATER PROJECT................ 60,000 60,000
NORTH DAKOTA
GARRISON OIVERSION UNIT, P-SMBP..........coveencennees 24,900,000 24,900,000
OREGON
UMATILLA BASIN PROJECT........ erereeeeaaaas 6,700,000 6,875,000



56

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

T TIT BUOGET CONFERENCE
PROJEC ITLE ESTIMATE o
SOUTH DAKOTA
BELLE FOURCHE UNIT, P-SMBP..........0veerinuenannnsens 3.802,000 3,802,000
MID-DAKOTA PROJECT . ... .vivrivueceannrsanecnsasvonnnnnsn 2,500,000 11,500,000
MNI WICONT PROJECT..... .. l.lllllllliiiiiiiiiiiiiis 10,600,000 22,300,000
TEXAS
NORTHWEST WASTEWATER REUSE PROJECT.......cuvneeeeenens -— 1,500,000
WASHINGTON
COLUMBIA BASIN PROJECT ..ooueeueronsennnnacococssansss 1,698,000 2,573,000
YAKIMA BASIN EMAANCENENT PROJECT. .. .. .. . 0 ... 00000 — 1,500,000
COLUMBIA/SNAXE 15,000,000 13,500,000
NATIONAL, FT8N AND WELBCIFE FOUNDATION, . .00 ovnasnn. 3,286,000 1,800,000
% vﬂ:}g CONSERVAT ION, ntmmr B0 Lc Ren ;?773% ;?g%
D SPECIES RECOVERY TP ERENTATION DA%, PR ‘170,000 *170,000
INOLAN RIGHTS BETTLEMENT. . ..o vvnnsnnnaaensouenee 4,387,000 4,387,000
'rx'rusxnxvxsxou chBSCR. ...l 2,300,000 2,300,000
WATER GORSERVATION LIALLENGE AR PARTNERSHIPS. ... .. . 00, $.000,000 —
SUBTOTAL, REQULAR CONSTRUCTION.................. 187,138,000 187,428,000
DRAINAGE AND MINOR CONSTRUCTION:
BOISE PROJECT, LD....enecrnnnnnsannnunsnennnaeeencns 510,000 510,000
BRAMTLEY PROJECT, M. oo o unnsonensessnnnnnnnnens 660,000 $50.000
COLORADO RIVER FRONT - 1,800,000 1,800,000
XLAMATH PROJECT, OR ~ 2,818,000 2,518,000
MEREDITH SALINITY CONTROL. 100,000 570.000
LEADVILLE/ARXKANSAS RIVER RECOVERY, CO 800000 800,000
NG GEE CREEK 128.000 128,000
MOUNTAIN PARK msct. 700,000 700,000
PROJECT, 7,260,000 7,280,000
NURCES RIVER PROJEST 108,000 108,000
PALNETTO SN0 28,000 26,000
PICK-SLOAN BISSURD BASIN :
NORTH LOUP OIVISION. P-SWBP, NE........ 900,000 200,000
OAHE UNIT, P-sMBe, S0 80,000 8,000
RECLAMATION RECREATION ACT 3,800,000 3,800, 000
TRES RIOS WETLANGS OENONSTAATION, AZ 500,000 500, 000
VE COMMUNLTY DITCH PROJECT, NM. . — 1,500,000
wET . T N i 2,330,000 5,000,000
YAKIMA FISH PASSAGE/PROTECTIVE FACILITIES, WA.. . .. 1,210,000 1,210,000
SUBTOTAL, DRAINAGE AND MINOR CONSTRUCTION....... 23,203,000 27,843,000
SAFETY OF OAMS PROGRAN
CROOKED RIVER, OGHOCO OAM, O dab pRaGAAL T 6,000,000 6,000,000
OF YHE INTERIOR DAM 1.270.000 1,279,000
INITIATE SAFETY OF OANS CORRECTIVE ACTION. 38,175,000 38,175,000
SAFETY GF OAMS CORRECTIVE ACTION STUDIES 2,800,000 2,500, 000
SALT RIVER PROJECT, BARTLEYT DAM, AZ......... 8,088,000 8.085.000
SALT RIVER pROy HORSESHDE O, A2 . 1,103,000 1,103,000
SAN CARLOS IARIGATION - COOLIDOE OAM, AZ............ $74.000 974,000
UMATILLA PROJECT, COLD SPRINGS DAM, OR.............. 5,280,000 8,280,000
YAKIMA, BUMPING LAKE OAM, WA..........oo0oomoonnnnns 1,825,000 1,825,000
SUBTOTAL, SAFETY OF DAMS...........c00cuenannn.. 5,182,000 62,182,000
REHABILITATION AND BETTEAMENT:
OGOEN RIVER PROJECT, UT................. 978,000 $75.000
WEBER BASIN PROJECT, UT. ... il llliiiiiii 2,474,000 2,474,000
SUBTOTAL, REHABILITATION AND BETTERMENT......... 4,749,000 4,749,000
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY:
ENERGY/WATER PROOUCT EFFICIENCY STANDARDS.. 450,000 -
GROUNOWATE TION PROGRAN . 771,000 1,271,000
IMPROVED RIVER BASIN MANAGEMENT CONTROL.... 300,000 ——
ECHNOLOGY . i 300000 300,000
WATERSHED MODELING m*rans !NIT!AT!VE............... 1,000,000 800,000
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

PROJECT TITLE BUDGET CONFERENCE
ESTIMATE ALLOWANCE
MTER TREATMENT TECHNOLOQY.......... 1,700,000 1,380,000
T!W/E’NXMTM. R!SEARG( 3,800,000 2,800,000
SUBTOTAL, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOOGY . .civcaverveonne 8,321,000 6,831,000
TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION AND
COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS 268,591,000 288,731,000
COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT
UPPER COLORADO RIVER BASIN FUND -
PARTICIPATING PROJECTS
COLORADO
ANIMAS-LA PLATA PROJECT .. ccvencenrsvsrovesosovevrvenene 4,879,000 10,000,000
DOLORES PARTICIPATING PROJECY . ...vvvcevcenanananesanes 3,470,000 3,470,000
UTAH
CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT, BONNEVILLE UNIT.......ovvvvnvoee 13,879,000 13,579,000
FISH AMD WILDLIFE FACILIT!EQ AZ, CO, NM, UT, WY...... .920, ,920,
TOTAL. COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT.......cc.. 23,848,000 28,969,000
COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT
CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT
ARLZONA
CENTRAL ARLZONA PROJECT. SARETY OF Caas | (Lcraok) b A T S L]
CENTAL ARIZONA PROJECT, GILA RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY,.. —— 1,842,000
TOTAL, COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT.....co000s0a 122,138,000 125,478,000
ASSOCIATED ITEMS
UNODISTRIBUTED REDUCTION m ON ANTICIPATED DELAYS... -28,632,000 ~32,132,000
TOTAL, CONTRUCTION PROGRAM. .....cccnvvccanennens 375,943,000 411,046,000
LOAN PROGRAM -
ARIZONA
TOHONO O'ODMAM NATION - SCHUK TOAK DISTRICT......cev.. 3,043,000 3,043,000
CALIFORNIA
CASTROVILLE IRRIGATION WATER SUPPLY PROJECT......c00... 1,500,000 1,800,000
EASTORN MNICIPAL WATER DIOTREGT HO.'3.101110111ll 31300:00 2:200,000
S R R eer e L TRt VACLEY WONICIPAL WATE " D0u.000 150959
COLORADO
UTE MOUNTAIN UTE...c.cvevcovevrcnaccncsnsaoncccsosssons 1,500,000 1,800,000
OREGON
DOUGLAS COUNTY - MILLTOWN WILL..... wereersessensntecay 100,000 100,000
VARIOUS
I.OANMINISTMT!CM................................... 428,000 425,000
LOAN PROGRAM ACTIVITY...vcrcucraveannconsvsoosannse 8, . —
TOTAL, LOAN PROGRAM. . ......c0orevvvnvrcrvsacsnnee 18,688,000 11,868,000
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TITLE 1

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

The summary tables at the end of this title set forth the con-
ference agreement with respect to the individual appropriations,
programs, and activities of the Department of Energy. Additional
items of conference agreements are discussed below.

FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT LEVELS

The Department of Energy has announced a strategic align-
ment initiative which would reduce the number of Federal employ-
ees by 27 percent over five years. The Department has provided a
summary of recommended employment levels and proposed reduc-
tions by organization for fiscal year 1996. The conferees expect the
Department to make these proposed employment reductions in
those areas where the conference agreement does not reduce em-
ployment levels below those requested by the Department. The De-
partment is to report to the Committees on Appropriations the ac-
tual employment levels as of March 1996 compared to the fiscal
year 1995 baseline and the Department’'s proposed employment lev-
els.

SUPPORT SERVICE CONTRACTORS

The conferees are aware of the extensive use of support service
contractors by the Department of Energy at headquarters and the
field offices. In many instances these contractors are performing in-
herently governmental functions such as assisting in program man-
agement and program execution duties, representing program orga-
nizations at meetings inside and outside the Department, prepar-
ing briefing materials, newsletters, and budget justifications, and
providing daily administrative and clerical support.

There are clearly instances where it is cost-effective to use sup-
port service contractors to support Federal programs. This would
include functions such as custodial services, guard services, oper-
ation of emergency communications centers and mail rooms, and
facility and grounds maintenance. In addition to these types of
commercial services, there are situations where technical expertise
is needed to augment Federal efforts. These technical services
would include such tasks as automated data processing systems de-
velopment for the Department’'s corporate financial, procurement,
and personnel systems, systems review and reliability analyses,
and economic and environmental analyses. These tasks are charac-
terized by specific project schedules, milestones, and deliverables.

The conferees have no objection to continuing support service
contracts which can be documented to be cost-effective and which
provide specific technical expertise not available in the Federal
work force at the Department. However, the Department has in-
creasingly used support service contractors to augment the Federal
work force for nonspecific functions. This may be done to cir-
cumvent Federal employment ceilings or funding constraints or be-
cause it is easier to hire an outside contractor than to manage
properly the existing Federal work force.
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After excluding those support service contracts which are docu-
mented to reflect the cost benefits of contracting for the service,
and those contracts which provide specific technical expertise tied
to a schedule and a deliverable, the conferees expect funding for all
other support service contracts to decrease by 50 percent in fiscal
year 1996. All other categories of support service contracts should
be reduced by 15 percent in accordance with the Department’s stra-
tegic alignment initiative. The Department is directed to submit
semi-annual reports on the use of all support services contracts at
headquarters and the field. By organization, appropriation, and
program, this report should include the name of the contractor, fis-
cal year 1996 funding, number of employers, and a brief description
of the work performed.

DEPARTMENTAL BUDGET JUSTIFICATIONS

The Department does not budget for Federal employees in a
consistent manner throughout the whole organization. Using exist-
ing budget justification materials, it is difficult to determine where
each Department of Energy employee is located and the costs asso-
ciated with each. To alleviate these discrepancies, in the fiscal year
1997 budget request the Department is directed to include all sala-
ries and related expenses in the program that manages the em-
ployee. In addition to salaries and benefits, the personnel cost for
each employee should include all related costs such as space rental,
utilities, materials and supplies, telecommunications, and building
maintenance. The administrative services group will determine the
amount of these costs which should be charged to each program or-
ganization to ensure consistency in budgeting.

Within each appropriation account, each organization should
have one program direction line for all full-time equivalent employ-
ees (FTEs), both field and headquarters, and provide object class
information for all expenses. No Federal employees are to be fund-
ed in program accounts. Any difference between the average cost
of the fully loaded FTE between specific programs should be ex-
plained in the budget justification.

ENERGY SUPPLY, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES

Amendment No. 22: Appropriates $2,727,407,000 for Energy
Supply, Research and Development Activities instead of
$2,576,700,000 (less $1,000,000) as proposed by the House and
$2,793,324,000 as proposed by the Senate, and deletes language
proposed by the Senate providing no more than $7,500,000 for ter-
mination of the Gas Turbine-Modular Helium Reactor program.

SOLAR AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAMS

Funding of $2,000,000 for the solar international program is to
be allocated to non-governmental organizations which are active in
joint implementation activities to develop specific international en-
ergy projects.

Funding of $400,000 is provided to study the feasibility of pip-
ing treated effluent from Santa Rosa to the Geysers for injection.

The conferees have provided $55,300,000 for biofuels energy
systems. An amount of $27,650,000 is allocated for the categories
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of biochemical and thermochemical conversion, of which $3,000,000
is for the Federal share of a 50/50 cost-shared biomass ethanol pro-
duction plant in Gridley, California, and the amount also includes
the request for capital equipment. With the remaining funds, the
conferees support and fully fund the biomass power projects in Ver-
mont and Hawaii, and have provided from the remainder of avail-
able funds $3,940,000 for the regional biomass program.

The conferees have not provided funding for the ocean thermal
energy systems program, nor technical assistance and other sup-
port for the Kotzebue, Alaska, project for a wind energy system.

Within the total funding provided for solar energy, the con-
ferees have included $2,988,000, the same as the budget request,
for the renewable energy production incentive (REPI) program. The
conferees urge the Department to fully fund both tier 1 and tier 2
projects as outlined in its recently published regulations. REPI pro-
gram funding shall be available only for so long as the tax credit
for electricity produced from certain renewable sources or the en-
ergy investment credit for solar and geothermal property (author-
ized by sections 1914 and 1916 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992,
respectively) remain in effect.

Within funds available for hydrogen research, $250,000 shall
be made available to an institution where expertise in electro-
chemical (fuel cells), thermochemical and photochemical reactions
for hydrogen production may be synergistically studied and the ap-
plication to gas storage and alternate vehicle technology may be in-
tegrated.

The conferees have provided $1,500,000 for the hydropower
program which includes funding to support the cost-shared pro-
gram to develop an advanced energy-efficient turbine which re-
duces environmental impacts on fish species.

NUCLEAR ENERGY

The conferees realize that sufficient funding has not been pro-
vided to complete all tasks as proposed in the Department’s budget
request for the advanced light water reactor program. Therefore,
the conferees urge the Department to apply funds within the light
water reactor program to cost-effectively complete essential activi-
ties.

Termination funding of $7,500,000, the same as the budget re-
quest, has been provided for the orderly close-out of the gas tur-
bine-modular helium reactor program. An orderly close-out shall in-
clude only the summary documentation of existing technical data
and information. All design, development, and test programs shall
be terminated.

The conference agreement provides $25,000,000 for
electrometallurgical research and development in the technology
development program for Defense Environmental Restoration and
Waste Management. As recommended by the National Academy of
Sciences’ assessment of the electrometallurgical approach for treat-
ing spent nuclear fuel, the conferees expect the Department to de-
velop a plan to support the EBR—II demonstration using this tech-
nology. If this is successful, the Department should review the pro-
gram for application to other types of spent fuel and waste man-
agement issues.
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No funding for the Soviet-designed reactor safety program is
included in the Energy Supply, Research and Development appro-
priation account. Funding for this activity has been included in the
Other Defense Activities appropriation account.

ISOTOPES

The conferees agree to provide a total of $3,000,000—
$1,000,000 in fiscal year 1996 in addition to $2,000,000 from funds
appropriated for this purpose in fiscal year 1995—to continue de-
velopment of the National Biomedical Tracer Facility (NBTF). This
funding should be used to acquire three site specific conceptual de-
signs from among the strongest submissions received during the
project definition study. Additionally, the Department should as-
sess all permanent or interim upgrade NBTF proposals, including
any from national laboratories, according to a consistent set of
evaluation criteria including the capacity to produce a wide range
of isotopes for medical and research purposes; research, technology
transfer, education and training capabilities; and overall cost effec-
tiveness considering lifetime costs of the facility as well as public-
private partnerships and cost-sharing by state and local partners.

The conferees support using up to $750,000 of available funds
within this account for completion of the Hanford medical isotopes
business planning and program development project.

ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH

The Radiation Effects Research Foundation (RERF) is a pri-
vate foundation co-funded by the governments of the United States
and Japan to study the effects of radiation on the survivors of the
Hiroshima and Nagasaki bombings. Since 1946, the National Acad-
emy of Sciences has provided support and oversight of scientific re-
search on the consequences of the acute radiation exposures suf-
fered by the population of these two cities, pursuant to an inter-
national agreement that co-funds activities at a 50-50 cost share,
but this work has been threatened by the dramatically declining
value of the dollar versus the yen. The conferees direct the Admin-
istration to continue to work with the National Academy of
Sciences to achieve additional cost savings in this program and
with the Japanese government to review areas for cost savings to
reflect U.S. budgetary constraints. The appropriate committees
should be informed of any funding changes before they become ef-
fective.

The conferees are also interested in the assessment of the con-
tinuing effectiveness and value of this program that is being con-
ducted by a scientific committee jointly appointed by the U.S. and
Japanese governments, and expect the Department to review the
continued funding for this activity and report to the appropriate
Congressional committees prior to hearings on the fiscal year 1997
budget and upon completion of the international scientific commit-
tee’s review.
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ENERGY RESEARCH

Biological and environmental research

The conferees support the important work conducted at the In-
halation Toxicology Research Institute. The conferees further un-
derstand that the Institute is reviewing ways to reduce its operat-
ing costs to the Department of Energy and to increase access to its
facilities by other Federal and non-Federal entities having research
needs. The conferees support these efforts to reduce costs and to
meet both Federal and non-Federal needs and requirements.

Any general reductions to this account should be allocated eg-
uitably across all program elements without terminating any pro-
grams unilaterally.

Fusion

The conferees have provided $244,144,000, an increase of
$15,000,000 over the House recommendation, for the fusion energy
program. This funding is to support a program in plasma science
and fusion technology, and continue United States participation in
the engineering design activities phase of the International Ther-
monuclear Experimental Reactor project to which the United
States is committed through fiscal year 1998. The conferees do not
agree with the Senate language which recommended transferring
computer work, termination, severance and separation costs to
other activities within the Department, and transferring the heavy
ion fusion program to defense activities.

With little prospect for increased funding for the fusion base
program over the next several years, it will be necessary for the
program to restructure its strategy, content and near-to-medium-
term objectives. The restructured program should emphasize con-
tinued development of fusion science, increased attention to concept
improvement and alternative approaches to fusion, and develop-
ment and testing of the low-activation structural materials so im-
portant for fusion’s attractiveness as an energy source.

The Department of Energy, with participation of the fusion
community and the Fusion Energy Advisory Committee, is in-
structed to prepare a strategic plan to implement such a restruc-
tured program, to be completed by December 31, 1995. This plan
should assume a constant level of effort in the base program for the
next several years; as appropriate, it should be integrated with
plans of the international fusion program; and it should address
the institutional makeup of a domestic program consistent with the
funding assumptions.

The conferees believe that, because of the stringent budget re-
alities facing this Nation, the promise of fusion energy can only be
realized through international collaboration. The high cost of fusion
development points to the increasing importance of international
cooperation as a means of designing, building, and financing major
magnetic fusion facilities in the future. Because the United States
has committed to such an approach, it is crucial that a restructur-
ing of the fusion program maintain a strong domestic base and not
undermine our credibility as a reliable international partner.
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Basic energy sciences

The conferees make no recommendation with regard to the
siting of the new spallation source project. The Department of En-
ergy shall make that determination in a fair and unbiased manner.
The conferees direct the Department of Energy to evaluate opportu-
nities to upgrade existing reactors and spallation sources as cost-
effective means of providing neutrons in the near term for the sci-
entific community while the next generation source is developed.
This evaluation shall be available prior to the Appropriations Com-
mittee’s hearings on the Department’s fiscal year 1997 budget sub-
mission.

For purposes of reprogrammings during fiscal year 1996, fund-
ing may be reallocated by the Department among all operating ac-
counts in basic energy sciences other than program direction.

Other energy research activities

The conferees agree that to the extent nonprogram specific
general plant projects and general plant equipment are required for
the Oak Ridge National Laboratory and the Oak Ridge Institute for
Science and Education, they are to be funded within the Basic En-
ergy Science and Biological and Environmental Research programs,
respectively.

The conference agreement provides $18,000,000 for the labora-
tory technology transfer program. Within this funding, up to
$1,500,000 is available for severance costs for 17 current employ-
ees. The conferees recommend that the Department identify and
complete the most promising cooperative research and development
agreements during fiscal year 1996.

ENERGY SUPPORT ACTIVITIES

University science and education programs

The conferees have provided $20,000,000 for this portion of the
Department’s science and education activities. None of the funds in
this account may be used for salaries and expenses other than up
to $1,100,000 which is available for severance costs for the 27 em-
ployees currently managing this program.

In addition to this individual program, the Department of En-
ergy spends well over $100,000,000 throughout all programs to
support science and education activities. The conferees continue to
support science and education activities funded directly by pro-
grams and which have a direct correlation to programmatic needs.
The conferees do not agree to fund a separate bureaucracy set up
to manage only a small portion of the science and education activi-
ties of the Department. In fiscal year 1996, these activities are to
be managed by the Office of Energy Research as they were from
1977 to 1993. In that way, this science and education program will
be closely coupled with the Department's research programs, and
the number of employees needed to support the program will be
significantly reduced.

The conference agreement does not contain specific funding di-
rections for science and education activities, but urges the Depart-
ment to consider the views expressed in the Senate report. The
conferees also encourage the Secretary of Energy to enter into an



64

agreement with a qualified minority women’s model institution of
excellence to support curriculum development, research, training
and other activities related to energy research and environmental
restoration and waste management.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MANAGEMENT
(NON-DEFENSE)

The conferees agree with the House report language on the
Wayne, New Jersey project.

INDIAN ENERGY RESOURCES

From within available funds for the Energy Supply, Research
and Development appropriation account, $8,600,000 is provided for
Indian energy resources. The funding should be allocated to provide
$6,100,000 for continued preconstruction activities for the Navajo
transmission project, and $2,000,000 for the Haida Alaska Native
Village Corporation’s Reynolds Creek hydroelectric project. The
conference agreement includes $500,000 for the Crow Energy
Project, instead of $2,000,000 as proposed by the Senate. The De-
partment is encouraged to work through the Western Area Tech-
nology Center in Butte, Montana, to provide any and all assistance
in making the Crow energy project a success.

Amendment No. 23: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
providing that within available funds $56,000,000 may be available
to continue operation of the Tokamak Fusion Test Reactor.

Amendment No. 24: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
providing that within the amount for Indian Energy Resource
projects, $2,000,000 may be made available to fund the Crow en-
ergy resources programs.

Amendment No. 25: Deletes language proposed by the House
providing $44,772,000 to implement provisions of section 1211 of
the Energy Policy Act of 1992.

Amendment No. 26: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
allocating additional funds for renewable energy resources and re-
ducing departmental administration funding.

URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES

The conference agreement adjusts the allocation of funding for
implementation of the depleted uranium hexafluoride cylinders and
maintenance program. These adjustments will accelerate cleaning
and painting of corroded cylinders at the three gaseous diffusion
plant sites and construction of a new cylinder storage yard. These
activities have been accommodated by reallocating funding pro-
vided in the House and Senate recommendations.

GENERAL SCIENCE AND RESEARCH ACTIVITIES

Amendment No. 27: Appropriates $981,000,000 for General
Science and Research Activities instead of $991,000,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $971,000,000 as proposed by the Senate.
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NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL FUND

Amendment No. 28: Appropriates $151,600,000 as proposed by
the Senate instead of $226,600,000 as proposed by the House and
deletes language proposed by the Senate that authorizes construc-
tion of an interim storage facility for spent nuclear fuel.

The conferees agree on the importance of continuing the exist-
ing scientific work at Yucca Mountain to determine the ultimate
feasibility and licensability of the permanent repository at that
site. The conferees direct the Department to refocus the repository
program on completing the core scientific activities at Yucca Moun-
tain. The Department should complete excavation of the necessary
portions of the exploratory tunnel and the scientific tests needed to
assess the performance of the repository. It should defer prepara-
tion and filing of a license application for the repository with the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission until a later date. The Depart-
ment’'s goal should be to collect the scientific information needed to
determine the suitability of the Yucca Mountain site and to com-
plete a conceptual design for the repository and waste package for
later submission to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

Weapons activities

Amendment No. 29: Appropriates $3,460,314,000 for Weapons
Activities instead of $3,273,014,000 as proposed by the House and
$3,751,719,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conference agreement provides $1,078,403,000 for core
stockpile stewardship activities which includes an additional
$40,000,000 for the accelerated strategic computing initiative
(ASCI). The conferees also support the enhanced surveillance and
dual revalidation programs.

Funding of $37,400,000, the same as the budget request, is
provided for project 96—D-111, the National Ignition Facility. Full
funding for all inertial confinement fusion program participants is
provided as requested in the Department’s budget justification.

The conference agreement provides an increase of $106,000,000
over the House recommendation for stockpile management to pro-
vide for enhanced stockpile surveillance, advanced manufacturing,
and core stockpile management activities. However, the conferees
believe it is premature to initiate long-term capital improvements
in advance of the outcome of the stockpile stewardship/manage-
ment programmatic environmental impact statement process cur-
rently underway. The conferees have not provided specific site
funding, but support fundamental initiatives in advanced manufac-
turing, and additional emphasis on advanced computerized manu-
facturing and dual revalidation techniques.

The conferees have provided $115,000,000 for program direc-
tion activities. The conferees support the liquefied gaseous spill test
facility and the facility’s modeling support center under the Depart-
ment's emergency management program funded in the Other De-
fense Activities appropriation account.

The conference agreement includes the use of $209,744,000 in
prior year balances, an increase of $123,400,000 over the budget re-
guest which included the use of $86,344,000.
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DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MANAGEMENT

Amendment No. 30: Appropriates $5,557,532,000 for Defense
Environmental Restoration and Waste Management instead of
$5,265,478,000 as proposed by the House and $5,989,750,000 as
proposed by the Senate.

The tables accompanying this conference agreement reallocate
funding for several construction projects as requested by the De-
partment to reflect the most recent programmatic and site assump-
tions for fiscal year 1996 activities.

Budget reductions should be taken in those areas which will
have the least impact on ongoing cleanup activities. The conferees
seek to the extent possible to protect funding necessary to meet the
cleanup milestones established in compliance agreements with
other Federal agencies, states, and local agencies, by directing the
cuts against support service contracts, excessive Headquarters and
field oversight, large uncosted balances, and by reducing other De-
partment administrative expenses such as travel.

The conferees direct that, to the maximum extent practicable,
funding reductions be taken against Headquarters personnel and
activities. Headquarters employees should be reviewing and audit-
ing field and contractor activities and holding the contractors re-
sponsible for meeting performance goals and milestones, not
micromanaging each step of the process from Headquarters
through the financial plan process and activity data sheets. A criti-
cal review of Headquarters’' approval processes for various activi-
ties would yield a wealth of non-value added administrative steps
which serve primarily to delay, prolong, and diffuse responsibility
for direct and timely cleanup activities. Thus, the conferees expect
funding for Headquarters' organizations to be severely curtailed
during execution of the fiscal year 1996 program.

The conferees also believe that legislative reforms in the De-
partment’s cleanup program are long overdue, and will work with
the legislative committees to ensure that significant changes are
made in the cleanup program.

The Department has indicated that the environmental man-
agement organization plans to hire an additional 315 Federal em-
ployees in fiscal year 1996. The conferees do not agree with this
strategy. Every witness outside of the Department who testified on
this program stated that one of the management problems was too
many employees. While the conferees are sympathetic that the pro-
gram may not have the correct mix of technical skills in the cur-
rent work force, they are not amenable to the concept of hiring 10%
more employees for this program in fiscal year 1996. Thus, the De-
partment is directed not to exceed the current Federal employee
ceiling and hire new employees only as current employees leave.

The conference agreement provides $1,635,973,000 for environ-
mental restoration. An additional $60,000,000 has been provided to
accelerate cleanup activities and reduce current landlord costs and
outyear funding requirements. The conferees strongly support ef-
forts at sites such as Fernald, Ohio, and Rocky Flats, Colorado,
which have developed detailed plans to expedite cleanup actions
and reduce costs to the taxpayer.
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The conferees are in agreement with the Senate recommenda-
tion to accelerate certain activities at the Idaho National Engineer-
ing Laboratory. Within the waste management account, funding is
provided for preconstruction activities such as design and engineer-
ing work on additional capacity for dry storage of spent nuclear
fuel and an advanced mixed waste treatment facility. The con-
ference agreement also provides funding of $42,000,000 for project
96—D-406, the nuclear fuels canister storage building and stabiliza-
tion facility in Richland, Washington.

The conferees agree with the concern expressed by the Senate
that the Department is not providing sufficient attention and re-
sources to longer term basic science research which needs to be
done to ultimately reduce cleanup costs. The current technology de-
velopment program continues to favor near-term applied research
efforts while failing to utilize the existing basic research infrastruc-
ture within the Department and the Office of Energy Research. As
a result of this, the conferees direct that at least $50,000,000 of the
technology development funding provided to the environmental
management program in fiscal year 1996 be managed by the Office
of Energy Research and used to develop a program that takes ad-
vantage of laboratory and university expertise. This funding is to
be used to stimulate the required basic research, development and
demonstration efforts to seek new and innovative cleanup methods
to replace current conventional approaches which are often costly
and ineffective.

In the technology development program, $25,000,000 has been
provided for electrometallurgical research and development. The
conferees have also included sufficient funding for the Department
to prepare a report on the potential of using pentaborane for envi-
ronmental remediation or other uses, the estimated costs of the ef-
fort, and potential advantages and disadvantages of the proposal.
The Department’s activities in this area are to be confined to the
preparation of this report.

The conferees expect the Department to direct more resources
toward activities surrounding storage, treatment, and disposal of
spent nuclear fuel currently stored at Department of Energy sites.

The conferees fully support the mission of the Hazardous Ma-
terials Training Center at the Hanford site in Richland, Washing-
ton, and direct the Department to adequately fund the requested
operating budget from the compliance and coordination account.

The conferees understand the need for economic development
funding to support local communities adversely impacted by De-
partment of Energy programs and to transition communities which
have lost jobs due to programmatic changes at facilities, but are
concerned that cleanup funds are being used for economic develop-
ment activities. With that understanding, the conferees have pro-
vided $82,500,000 in the worker and community transition pro-
gram under Other Defense Activities which was established and
authorized to fund such activities, and expect all economic develop-
ment activities to be funded from that program.

The conference agreement provides not more than $12,000,000
for public accountability activities in the analysis, education and
risk management program. The Department is expected to review
requests for this funding to reduce duplication of efforts by various
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groups and excessive costs. None of these funds may be used for
reimbursement of travel expenses of individuals traveling to Wash-
ington, DC.

The conference agreement includes funding to maintain State
health studies in South Carolina, Tennessee, and Colorado at the
$7,300,000 level in fiscal year 1996. These funds are in addition to
the $9,950,000 for dose reconstruction or other health studies in-
cluding those conducted under a Memorandum of Understanding
between the Department of Health and Human Services and DOE’s
Office of Environment, Safety and Health. Additionally, the con-
ferees direct that all of these studies shall continue to be adminis-
tered by the Office of Environment, Safety and Health.

The conference agreement supports the Hanford environmental
dose reconstruction project and health information network at the
budget request level, and continues the Hanford thyroid study at
$1,700,000, the same as the fiscal year 1995 level.

The conferees are aware that the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement prepared by the Department of Energy on the Proposed
Nuclear Weapons Nonproliferation Policy Concerning Foreign Re-
search Reactor Spent Nuclear Fuel includes as an option the im-
portation of foreign spent nuclear fuel through civilian ports. The
conferees are concerned that some of these ports may not have the
security or the emergency management capabilities needed to safe-
ly handle weapons grade or highly irradiated nuclear material and
that the designation of some of these ports as a port of entry would
necessitate that the spent nuclear fuel be transported through
highly populated metropolitan areas. The Department of Energy
should take into consideration a port’'s willingness to be designated
as a port of entry for the foreign spent nuclear fuel as one of the
determining factors in the final selection process and to the maxi-
mum extent feasible, the conferees direct the Department of En-
ergy to utilize military ports or civilian ports which have expressed
an interest in receiving the spent fuel.

The conference agreement includes the use of $667,240,000 of
prior year balances, an increase of $390,298,000 over the budget re-
guest, which included the use of $276,942,000.

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

Amendment No. 31: Appropriates $1,373,212,000 for Other De-
fense Activities instead of $1,323,841,000 as proposed by the House
and $1,439,112,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conferees have provided $30,000,000 for the Soviet-de-
signed reactor safety program, as proposed by the Senate, and
$10,000,000 for the Industrial Partnering Program. The conference
agreement also provides $3,600,000 to continue the Department’s
role in the North Korean spent fuel project.

NUCLEAR SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY

The conferees are deeply concerned about the recent direction
in Executive Order 12958 to “automatically declassify” and publicly
release documents containing National Security Information within
five years whether or not the records have been reviewed. Auto-
matic declassification creates a substantial and unnecessary risk
that information, including information regarding U.S. nuclear
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weapons, will be inadvertently disclosed to potential proliferators.
Clearly such disclosure fundamentally undermines U.S. non-
proliferation efforts, and could effect grave damage to U.S. national
security. The conferees believe that the automatic declassification
of national security records that could contain Restricted Data con-
stitutes a violation of the legal protections for Restricted Data man-
dated by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended. Although the
conferees recognize that the Order provides an exemption from
automatic declassification for Restricted Data, the conferees do not
see how such an exemption can be effectively implemented since
the National Security Information records slated for automatic re-
lease have a high probability of containing some Restricted Data
intermixed within the National Security Information. Thus, short
of a Department of Energy review of all National Security Informa-
tion records believed by the Department to have a probability of
containing Restricted Data, there is no way to ensure the protec-
tion of Restricted Data materials consistent with the provisions of
the Atomic Energy Act.

Given the potential impact to national security through the in-
appropriate release of Restricted Data, the conferees believe the
rush to automatically declassify sensitive documents is not in the
national interest. Therefore, the conferees strongly urge the Presi-
dent to review and revise Executive Order 12958 regarding Classi-
fied National Security Information, and exempt from automatic de-
classification all National Security Information files, including files
of other agencies, earmarked by the Department of Energy as po-
tentially containing Restricted Data.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

The conferees direct the use of $70,000,000 of prior year bal-
ances from this account, an increase of $57,000,000 from the budg-
et request of $13,000,000. The increase is to be taken against unob-
ligated and uncosted balances remaining in the Materials Support
program at the end of fiscal year 1995.

Amendment No. 32: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
providing $4,952,000 for project 96—-D-463, electrical and utility
systems upgrade at the Idaho Chemical Processing Plant in Idaho.
Funding for this project has been included in the Defense Environ-
mental Restoration and Waste Management appropriation account.

DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL

Amendment No. 33: Appropriates $248,400,000 as proposed by
the Senate instead of $198,400,000 as proposed by the House.

Since passage of the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982, as
amended, the nuclear waste fund has incurred costs for activities
related to disposal of high-level waste generated from the atomic
energy defense activities of the Department of Energy. At the end
of fiscal year 1994, the balance owed by the Federal Government
to the nuclear waste fund was $664,000,000 (including principal
and interest). Through fiscal year 1995, a total of $361,930,000 has
been paid to the nuclear waste fund through the Defense Nuclear
Waste Disposal appropriation account.

During fiscal year 1995, the defense contribution to the nuclear
waste fund was reestimated to the current amount of $660,000,000.
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The recommendation of the conferees is to provide $248,400,000 in
fiscal year 1996 which will reduce the deficit to $538,000,000 at the
end of the fiscal year.

Amendment No. 34: Inserts language providing that
$85,000,000 shall be available only for an interim storage facility
and only upon the enactment of statutory authority instead of lan-
guage proposed by the Senate clarifying the use of the funds appro-
priated in the Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal appropriation ac-
count.

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION

Amendment No. 35: Appropriates $366,697,000 for Depart-
mental Administration instead of $362,250,000 as proposed by the
House and $377,126,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 36: Applies revenues of $122,306,000 for use
in the Departmental Administration account as proposed by the
House instead of $137,306,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 37: Provides a net appropriation of
$244,391,000 for a final year estimate of Departmental Administra-
tion expenditures instead of $239,944,000 as proposed by the
House and $239,820,000 as proposed by the Senate.

While the conferees realize that this funding level for the De-
partmental Administration account will cause reductions in exist-
ing personnel at the Department of Energy, it should be noted that
the Secretary of Energy has initiated a strategic alignment process
which will also lead to downsizing of the Department by 27 percent
over the next five years. The conference agreement assumes a 15-
percent reduction in the number of employees during fiscal year
1996 from the fiscal year 1995 baseline. To the extent possible the
additional reductions should be targeted to correspond with reduc-
tions in other programmatic areas in this bill. Solar and renew-
ables, fusion, nuclear energy, technology transfer, and science and
education programs are a few of the areas funded below fiscal year
1995. Support and administrative workload and staff focused on
these areas should see a corresponding reduction as should offices
for activities such as quality management and employee and con-
tractor protection which have grown significantly in the last two
years.

Reduced funding for this account was first proposed by the
House of Representatives in June of this year, but the Department
made no effort to prepare for the possibility that actual funding re-
ductions would be implemented on October 1, 1995. Thus, the im-
pact of these reductions exceeds that which may have occurred had
the Department taken them seriously several months ago. Another
example of this was the rescission of $20,000,000 of fiscal year
1995 funding which the Department chose to allocate solely to con-
tractual services rather than personnel or programmatic areas.
This was ultimately short-sighted and has amplified the impact of
the fiscal year 1996 reduction.

SECRETARIAL TRAVEL

In response to concerns about the breadth and scope of Sec-
retarial travel, the conferees issue directions and impose limita-
tions on appropriated funds as follows:
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1. Beginning in fiscal year 1997, the Department is instructed
to provide sufficient detail in its budget justifications for the Office
of the Secretary to provide for identification of resources budgeted
for secretarial travel.

2. Costs to support travel of the Secretary, any special assist-
ants funded through the Office of the Secretary, and any security
detail accompanying the Secretary are to be absorbed within the
line item for the Office of the Secretary.

3. The Department is instructed to notify the House and Sen-
ate Committees on Appropriations of any internal reprogrammings
which are executed to directly or indirectly support departmental
travel, regardless of the amount.

4. No funds provided by this Act may be used to host or sub-
sidize the travel of any non-Federal participants in secretarial mis-
sions.

5. The Department is instructed to provide semi-annual re-
ports on secretarial travel to the House and Senate Committees on
Appropriations. In addition to providing a full financial accounting
of trips, these reports should identify: travel dates and destina-
tions, all persons accompanying or advancing the Secretary, and
the purpose and results of each trip.

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

Amendment No. 38: Appropriates $25,000,000 for the Office of
the Department of Energy Inspector General as proposed by the
Senate instead of $26,000,000 as proposed by the House. From
within available funds, the Office of Contractor Employee Protec-
tion is to be funded in this account.

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATION
BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION

Recent actions by the Bonneville Power Administration have
led to concerns that the Bonneville Power Administration may not
make its Treasury payment in fiscal year 1996. The conferees can-
not state more strongly that failure by Bonneville to make the full
annual payment to Treasury will seriously jeopardize its credibility
with Congress and will lead to more involvement by Congress in
the management and decision-making processes of the agency.

The conferees are also concerned that Bonneville’s much touted
cost cutting measures are more words than action. For example,
Bonneville has indicated its intent to downsize, but plans to reduce
its Federal work force by little more than eight percent over three
years. That is less that annual attrition rates, and less than the
Department of Energy has proposed for other program organiza-
tions.

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

Amendment No. 39: Appropriates $131,290,000 as proposed by
the Senate instead of $132,290,000 as proposed by the House.

The conference agreement provides $131,290,000 for the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission. Revenues are established at
a rate equal to the amount provided for program activities, result-
ing in a net appropriation of zero.
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The conferees recognize that Commission workload with re-
spect to the regulation of natural gas and oil is declining as those
industries become more competitive and, therefore, concurs with
the House and Senate Committees’ recommendations to reduce
staff in the natural gas and oil pipelines program. A 20-percent re-
duction over the next two years is recommended.

The conferees recognize the value in maintaining the current
staffing level for the electric power program. This is necessary to
respond to a significant increase in workload due to the Commis-
sion’s efforts to establish a competitive wholesale bulk power mar-
ket for electricity similar to what has been accomplished in the nat-
ural gas area.

To mitigate the impact of the recommended funding reduction,
the conferees encourage the Commission to employ additional au-
thority from prior years’ unexpended balances, as needed.

The conferees direct the Commission to not approve the trans-
fer of electric generating facilities at Scott Dam at Lake Pillsbury
in Lake County, California, or Cape Horn Dam in Mendocino Coun-
ty, California, unless the Commission determines that such trans-
fer will not adversely affect any existing water rights and will not
substantially change flow levels in the Russian and Eel Rivers.

Amendment No. 40: Applies revenues of $131,290,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate instead of $132,290,000 as proposed by the
House.
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ENERQY SUPPLY, RESEARCH ANO DEVELOPMENT
SOLAR AND RENEWABLE ENERGY
Solar
!ohr ing research...c..ccveeeennven 4,857 2,000
mtm\tuc mrgy sSystems....coec0vennann 88,129 65,000
Sotar thersal SYStemB., . ocavavnarane . 25,000
!le!uol.smorw-y- L TR N 88,300
nd energy systems........c...0e 49.820 32,500
!nt-mttmt SOlar energy Program......cococeess 29,184 4,000
Solar technology Lransfer......c.veveevencsacenennan 17.788 4,300
National renewsble energy laboratory.........c.eceuse 380 500
Construction
General nunt Projects. ... coevciinccccnsacnanrnn 120 —~——
”-!-100 FTLB renovation and expansion,
Golden, D I N S 5,500 1.800
Subtotal, Construction.......cccocneuncacncnnse 5,620 1,800
Subtotal, National renewsble energy laboratory.. 6,000 2,000
Resource asssasment. 4,088 2,000
8o’ program suppor 7.348 —
Progrem direction..... 9,480 ———
Subtotal, Solar Energy....ccccvevcernosrornncnrene 331,311 192,100
Review of uncosted balances............ cevsescecncan -4,088 -4,888
Total, SOlar Energy......cccvvvevececcnscccncsacane 326,423 107,212
Geothermal
Geothermal technalogy development 38,130 30,447
s" n;a: dtrzeuortl |.ggg Rt
al equipmen —
Review of uncosted -588 -588
Total, Geothermal........ Veescesacasasensesnereses 38,072 20,892
Hydrogen research........ccccvuvrrrserosccensssanannaan 7.334 14,800
Hyd r -
Small scale ropower development.........cciceeen. 904 1,800
ol direction. .. ..iiiiiiiicicrerttrrenereroans 90 ———
Roview of uncosted batances.........cccvveunnsacnans -14 o
Total, Hydropower. ......coiaeiveneasconnnonssannan 260 1,800
Elsctric mm systems and storage
Elegtr: systeme
!\utrte fisld affects research 9.924 9,924
Reliability research.......... 8,183 o—
System and msterials résearch 24,712 19,000
Prcr-n“muon........... . 880 —
Review of uncosted balaNCeS.....ccvvurrecnnsan B 815 -$15
Subtotal, Electric energy systems...........v0a. 41,024 20,300
Energy storsge systems
Battery st: eevessesnnsannnn 5,858 2,000
Program direction........ 350 ——
Review of uncosted balances.........cvvenanesnnans -8 —
Subtaotal, Energy starage systems........ccc0caan 5,918 2,000
Total, Electric energy systems and storage........ 48,942 30,309
Policy and management...........cccicvetuercasccssnans 4,748 11,800
TOTAL, SOLAR AND RENEWABLE ENERQY....... cesacvans 423,397 278,213
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NUCLEAR ENERGY
Nucleer energy RRD

Light water ¢ OP . i iinavsrsiateacstseresansaras 49,339 40,000
a: by t:e‘l‘vlo:i o::opmr SYStOm. . ... cctinnonaann :’.:}3 48,812
clear Logy . —
Program direct 12,093 8,000
Policy and management.........c.covvvenvenccnncncens 9,841 8,000
Test reactor ares hot cells......ccoevvvonesnrncnnss 1,400 —
Oak Ridge llndlard.................................. 18,380 14,400
Constructi
GPN—~103 Monl plant projects. . ...c..vieceeavass 2,288 —
Subtotal, Oak Ridge landlord........ccovvnvncnnann 18,638 14,400
Tast reactor area Wandlord.. ... . coiverierconncnnns 1.370 2,000
Construction
GP=N-102 General plant projects, Idaho
National Enginesring Ladboratory, 10............. 730 -—
35-5-201 Test resctor ares fire and life
afe ts, Idahe National
!nctmrum Labontory. £ 1,900 1,900
Subtotal, Construction.......ccovvevennacncnan 2,830 1,900
Subtotal, Test reactor area landlord............ 4,000 3,900
Advanced teat reamctor fusion irradiation............ 2,303 2,303
University reactor fuel assistance and support...... 8,130 3.500
Total, Nuclear snergy RBD,.......covvivvaensnosncas 189,483 128,615
Termination costs........ ereereeean ceeeenneeriretann 78,800 79,000
Construotion
GPN-102 Ganeral plant ProJeots.....ccovvvvrsevanne 1,000 —
95~E-207 Modificstions to reactors, experimental
breeder reactor ~ 11 sodium procoulng facitity
Argonne Nationsl Laboratory~West, ID.............. 1.700 1,700
Subtotal, Construection........c.vvoicenneninsnas 2,700 1,700
Total, Termination Costm.....cvuieivnnnurnnesananan 81,500 80, 700
Isotope suppo: 28,303 24,688
Soviet -utnvd reactor safe . 78.543 ——
Russisn replacement powsr ini uuvo ..... rerean . 6.000 —
TOTAL, NUCLEAR ENBRQY.......ocvvenenvnarnnncnnaans 379,809 230,973
CIVILIAN WASTE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
Spent fuel storage RBD.......ioiivrvnncrcarercannonoan 588 —
Program directlon. .. ... ... cieviviarcorrrnarsrcacnnns 110 -—
TOTAL. CIVILIAN WASTE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.... 695 ———
ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH
Environment, safety and health.. 147,443 114,933
Nuclear safety poliey.............. 17.180 13,500

TOTAL, ENVIRONMENT, SAFETY AND HEALTH...... Crenena 164,823 128,433
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ENERGY RESEARCH
!iol. ical and environmental research
aological and environmental research RAD........... 384,848 349,801
comtrueuan
GP~-E-120 General plant projects........... . 4,450 ———
894-E-337 Advanced lltht uum structural
biology suppert faeility, LBL......coc0vvevnnnns 2,600 2,800
- $4-£-338 Structural biology center, ANL......... 4,298 4,208
94~-E-339 Human genome ladb, LBL........c..ccvvnnen 5,700 §,700
21-EM=-100 Environmental & molecviar scisnces
taboratory, PNL, Richland, WA........c.ccivenane 50,000 80.000
Subtotal, Construction.........ccnineavnncaann $7,048 62,8508
Subtotal, Biological & environ. research RD.... 421,581 412,488
BER progrem direction....ccc.ciivenseatintaarioacnse 7,080 7,000
Total, Biological and environmental research...... 428,881 419,488
Fusion ene eeeecesscscesesncsataretosceatstete vy 109, 187 244,144
Construction
GPE-900 Gensral plant projects, var. locations.... 1,000 -—
96-E~310 Elise proJect........covvviicereritcancan 3,200 -—
84-E~200 Tokamak experiment, Princeton
plasma physics hmntory....................‘.... 49,900 —
Subtotal, Construction.......... cestassen tesenan 54,100 —
Total, Fusion NErGY...cocrvrrvrrervncvarosarsansnse . 383,287 244,144
Basic energy sciences
Materials whm-......“......... ..... 346,608 387,400
ical sciences......... 180,161 198,400
Applied uthc-uo-l scienc ves 107,882 116,500
mlmtng and geogciences ‘e 39,6848 41,700
Advanced energy projects.. 11,018 12,300
Energy biosciences........ 29,307 30,200
rem direction.. ceenene 9,495 9.800
Capital equipment.......cioiieiieeiecrnnnranereonans 86,873 —
Construction
GPE-400 General plant projects.........cicucneenss 8,314 -—
96-E-305 Accelerater and reactor improvements and
modifications, veriocus locations..........ccccvvue 12,883 10,478
89-R-402 6~7 GeV syn. radiation source, ANL....... 3,188 3,188
98-E-300 Combustion research facility,
Phase IX, SNL/L.......... 2,000 2,000
Subtotal, Constructlon........co0vvvecvesannnan . 24,383 15,861
Total, Basic energy sciences..........ccvevvevnnnnn 805,340 791,881
Othar snergy research
ergy ressarch snalyses............. 3,463 3,483
Labaratory toeml.uy transtfer. . 88,776 18.000
Advisory and oversight..... cene 8.7 8,200
Policy and mansgement......... ceeeneaaaaananen 2,180 2,200
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Nultiprogram snergy labs - facility support
l!lpgnru general purpose facilities........... 8,302 —-——
Construction
GPE-801 General plant projects......c.cccvvenen 8,740 -——
95-€-301 Centrsl heating plant rehabilitation,
Phase I (ANL)......cceviennnncenccconcsansanns 2,500 2,500
98-E-302 Applied sclence center, phase I (BNL) 3,270 3,270
98-£-303 Electrical safety rehab (PNL)........ 1,500 1,800
98-E-310 Multip o llm‘te
rehabilitation, ':ﬁ. .':Y.............. 2,740 2,740
94-E-381 Fusl storage and transfar facility
vpgrade (BNL).......vcervnceccorvecssensersans 440 440
94~£-383 Roofing improvements (ORNL).......... 2,038 2,032
Subtotal, Construstion..........ccivveencans 21,228 12,408
Subtotal, Multiprogram gen. purposs facilities 27,810 12,408
Envirorment, safety and health........c.cc0vvuanee 8,857 5,656
Construction
96-£-330 Building elactrical service upgrade
Phase I, Artom\o National Laboratory
Argenne, IlLinofs........ciiieerenctacanannons 1,200 —
M-£-331 Sanitary sewer restoration, Phase I,
Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, Berkelsy, CA.... 2,400 -—
96-E~-332 Building 801, renovations Brookhaven
National Laboratory, Upton, New York.......... 800 -—
$6-£~333 Multiprogram energy laborstories
upgrades, various loocations.........c.c0uiaun — 4,400
95-8-307 Fire Safety imp. IEX (ANL)........... 1,000 1,000
98-£-308 Sanitary system wods. II (BNL)....... 1,840 1,540
98-E-309 Lozxs prevention upgrades (BNL)....... 2,480 2,480
93~£~+320 Fire and safety improvements,
phase II (ANL) ... .. o ceecnisacvracaascoenvoane 2, 2.411
93-E-323 Fire and safety systems upgrade
phase 1 (LBL)...c.viceennuincnevasneannencsnnns 1,130 1,130
93-E-324 Hazardous materials safeguards.
phase I (LBL)...cc.iverrerreaasonrreososcncnens 1,208 1,288
Subtotal, Construction.........coiainannnene 14,248 14,249
Subtotal, Environment, safety and health...... 22,908 20,905
Inactive and surplus facilities..,...... tesevereae 500 —
Subtotal, Multiprogram enargy labs -~ fac. suppor 51,018 33,393
Total, Other energy research........v.vuv-en Creens 124,188 83,256

TOTAL, ENERGY RESEARCH........ Ceeeeiaaas serasenan . 1,721,433 1,518,547
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ENERGY SUPPORT ACTIVITIES
University and science sducation programs
Laboratory cooperative scilence cen 29.87¢ 13,000
University programs. crasen 12.377 7.000
University research 5,647 ——
Program direction... 2,389 —
Total, University and science education programs.. 84,959 20,000
Technical information management progrem........c..... 14,220 11,000
CONStrUCtiON. coiiiuaivcrnrarorescssosssnsancconsense 1,500 1,000
Total, Technical information mansgement program... 18,720 12,000
Technology partnership......coicieiucracnrnrvvsassones 3.139 —
In-house energy Management.........c.ccvevevosrscscanas 15,864 —
Congtruction
IHE - 500 Modifications for energy mgat........... 13,128 -
Total, In—houss snergy mansgement.........ccceeune 28,789 ——
TOTAL, ENERGY SUPPORT ACTIVITIES.........cvveveeaanans 102,607 32,000
ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION & WASTE MGMT. (NON-DEFENSE)
Corrective activities....ociiiiiinnirvenncnvasasnnnas 1,088 ——
Construction
92-E-8501 Melton Valley liquid low level waste
collesction and trsnafer system upgrade, ORNL...... 339 339
88~R-030 Liquid Low level waste collection
and transfer system upgrade, ORNL.........c000ne0s 4,000 4,000
Subtotel, Construction.......coviviennres seetren 4,333 4,339
Total, Corrective sctivities........ci0ouuevues ceee 9,404 4,339
Environmantal restorstion................, vesesaena vee 411,832 368,400
Waste management............ teddetaaeaes tecesesanaanas 194,907 171,896
Construgtion
GP~E-B00 Genaral plant projects......cocevevecnnn. 2,212 —
94-E~602 Bethel V.\l%fodw.t facility
agresment upgrades. Bl eccerocceesvrosnisasnsane 300 300
83-£-300 Long-term storsge of TMI-2 fuel, INEL.... 4,048 4,048
91-E-600 Rehabilitation of waste management
bullding 308, AML........c.iviienvcrnensanconsnves 787 787
38-R~812 Hazardous waste handling facility, LBL... [ Y41 [.74]
Subtotal, Construction.........vivevennacenennan 8,018 5,808
Total, Waste management............... Ceveressenns 202,928 177,702
Nuclear materials and facilities stabilization........ 82,395 73,100
TOTAL, ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MGMT... 702,258 621,541
Subtotal, Energy supply, research and development. 3,494,821 2.808,707
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Use OF prior yell BEUAACES...occvevrerrnncrnrovasesesrs -79,300 «79,300
Genersl reduction, £ . reecerasenannse . -10, —
Galvin task force reduUCtionm...........oeveesoressvnrs =50, ——
TOTAL, ENERGY SUPPLY, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.... 3,355,821 2,727,407
URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES
Uranium program activities.........ciovcnviaiannananee 21,044 23,800
Construction
98-U-200 UFS cylinders refurbishment facility,
Paducah, Kentucky gaseous diffusion plants........ 5,800 -—
98-U—-201 depleted UF8 cylinder storage yards,
Paducah, Kentucky gaseous diffueion plant......... -— 3,000
93-U-200 UF8 cylinders and storage yards, Paducah,
KY and Portsmouth, OH gasecus diffusion plants.... 3,400 3,400
Subtotal, Constructton......... ceesesesans ceevans 92,200 8,400
Subtotal, Uranium supply & snrichment activities.. 101,144 99,900
ROVENUEE = SBL@S. .. . v cictinrerecrarcaansaasocnsanens -34,903 -34,903
Use of prior year balances.......c..c... teseserensanns -28,703 -25,703
TOTAL, URANIUM SUPPLY AND ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES....... 40,838 28,294
URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION ANO
DECOMMISSIONING FUND
Decontamination end Deacommissioning Fund............ . 288,807 278,807
QGENERAL SCIENCE AND RESEARCH
High energy physics
YSACS FOSRANCA. ... i tiiiiii it teesaen 148,080 141,000
Facility operations......cocuvuninnnse eessessrencoan 337,382 383,077
Construction
GP-E-103 General plant projects, various
LI 2 E 13,8485 —
26~-G-301 Mechntor improvement projects,
various Looetions.....c.ciiiiiriiiecarainnoenanan 9,800 ——
$4-G-304 B-Factory, SLAC.......... tesesannstsenn 52,000 §2,000
92-G~302 Fermilab main injector, Fermilad....... §2,000 52,000
Subtotal, Construction.........ovuiivinnnnanns 127,848 104,000
Subtotal, Fecility operations......... PN 464,997 457,077
High energy technology.... . 66,864 68,923
Other capital equipment... . 3.928 —~——
Total, High energy physics.............. cerevenee . 661,838 687,000
Nuclear phxcic:.... ..... teebesseeamassenennsan ceevnene 237,773 236,925
Construction
~£-300 General plant projects, various
locations. .. ..civmeriiinianrrennccnnsssnnennannas 4,798 —=
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96-G~302 Accelerator i nts and
modifications, various RIONB. . ececnrinrnranss 4,978 2,878
91~G-300 Relativistic heavy ion collidsr, BNL..... 70,000 88,000
Subtotal, Construction..........c000s DY 79.780 67,578
Othar capital equipment......... Creeererarastatevans 2,000 ——
Total, Nualear physfes....coitevacaisscannsvsanans 319,533 304,500
General science program direction......coccevicancenes 10,330 9,800
TOTAL, GENERAL SCIENCE AND RESEARCH............... 1,011,899 981,000
ATONMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES
Stockpile stewardship
Core stockpile stewardship.....ccoiviececencacvennss 994,208 1,078,403
Construction
QPO~101 General plant projects, various
10CatioNs. coiociviiiirtieiieatattitetsiennennnas 12,500 -
96-0-102 Stockpile stewardship facilities
revitalization. Phase VI, various locations..... 2.520 2,820
96-0~103 ATLAS, Los Alamos National lLaborstory 8,400 8,400
98-0-104 Procsss and environmental techaology
1aboratory, SML......cvcerteirrncscacanciaccanas 1,800 1,800
96-D~105 Conteined firing facility sddition,
[T T 8.600 6,800
95-D-102 Chemistry and metallurgy research
(CMR) upgrades projeot, LANL.......cccvevrrennes 9,840 9,940
94-0-102 Nuclear Weapons Ressarch, development
and testing fecilities revitalization, Phase V,
various locations...... . ovvvianccccansscsnceses 12,200 12,200
93-0-102 Neveda support facility, NWV.......c0n0e 16,850 18,680
90-D-102 Nuclear Weapons Ressarch, Development
and testing fecilities revitalization,
Phase III, various locations........cccvecrcrnns 6,200 6,200
88-0-106 Nuclear weepons research, development
and testing fecilities revitalization,
Phase II, various locations.............. 17,008 17,995
Subtotal, Construction............ 93.805 81,308
Subtotal, Core stockpile stewardship............ 1,088,013 1,159,708
Inertial fuuon.......................... ..... 203,267 203,287
Construgtio
98-D-111 u-umm. ignition facility, TBD......., 37,400 37,400
Subtotal, Inertial fusion......... cssssncasannee 240,687 240,687
Techno transfer/education
Technology transfer 229,408 160,000
Education.......e00.. 20,000 10,000
Subtotal, Technology transfer/education......... 248,405 160,000
Marshall Island/Dose reconstruction......ccvcessvaas 8,800 6,800
Total, Stockpile stewardship.........coievuirenane 1,584,088 1,567,176
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Stoekpuo MANBGOMONE . .. .o veerrrccnarararosscssareranne 1,769,090 1,911,488
struction
!tukpi s support facilities
GPD~121 General plant projects, various lec..... 10,000 _—
Produc
ll-o-l 22 r.esuuu capability assurance
program (FCAP), various Locations.......cc.eoees 8,680 8,880
98-0-128 Tritium \oading line modifications,
Savannah River Site, SC.... veeus . ——— 12,200
Subtotal, Production base... .e 9,880 20,880
:nmut. of:ty and 20- e od
Sewage trestment quality upgrade
STOU) Pantex pLaAt.....occeesvransrsncnarsnanses €00 800
96-D=123 Retrofit HVAC and chillers, fer
Ozone protection Y=12 plant........cccnvaveeoren 3,100 3.100
95-0-122 Sanitery sewer upgrade, Y-12 plant..... 6,300 6,300
94-D-124 Nydrog.n fluorldo oupp\.y system,
Y=-12 plant....cohvnunnenn cesivenes 8,700 8,700
94-0~128 Upgrade Life safety, Kansas City
PN, et iiciicttectcceonrocvecsasereroncsaasen 5,500 5,500
94~0~127 Emergency m!"lunm stom,
Pantex plant.......cceveiecenaan '{ ..... eecienee 2,000 2,000
94~-D-128 Environmental safety and health
snalytical Laboratory, Pantex plant............. 4,000 4,000
93-0-122 Life safety upgrades, Y-12 plant....... 7.200 7.200
Subtotal, Environmental, safety end heailth.... 37,400 37,400
Sateguards and securit
llgb‘ 23 Security nnXu»e--nt Pantex plant..... 13,400 13,400
Nuclsar we ns ingcident. response
9M8-0-1 25.::"4"' ton msasurement operations
facility, Andraws Air Force Sase, MD........... 900 900
Romftfunuon
93-0~123 Non-nuclesr reconfiguration,
various Locations.......cieiiinveciaciintianons 41,068 41,065
Subtotal, Construction.............. teecsrssanas 111,428 113,828
Total, Stockpile management....... ..o 0eovscncvens 1,880,515 2,028,083
Program direction..... esesseascsatenavrecsetaaneovase 138,311 118,000
Subtotal, Wespons activities..... O 3,600,711 3,707,258
Use of prior year balances -86,344 -208,744
Streamiine DOE cnntrle!ors (undlltrlbui.d . -25,000 -37.200
TOTAL, WEAPONS ACTIVITIES...... cereeane eereenaes . 3,489,367 3,480,214
DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND WASTE MGMT.
Correative activities
Construction
90-0-103 Environment, safaty and health
improvements, wespons RED complex, LANL........... 3,408 3,406
Environmental restoration.........c.cviiiveiieaiaaaina. 1,870,174 1,638,973
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Waste man Bescooscecocouvnsranseaacsssscssoccoves 2,280,039 2,298,994
Construction
QP-D-171 General plant projects,varicus locations 30,728 —
96-0-400 Replace industrial weste piping,
Kansas City Plant, Kansas City, m?.?.'.".......... 200 —
98-0-401 Comprehansive Treatment & Menagement Plan
fsmobilization of miscellanecus wastas,
Flats Environmental .oMoh'y Site, Golden, CO... 1,400 —
96-0-402 Comprehenst I-u:o-mt
Plan building 37‘/774 -lud'- L-oﬂuu 4
Golden, D0....cotsecsncscscoscvovesvrsnasasssceses 1,500 —~——
96-D-403 Tank farm service upgrades, Savannsh
RUVOP, BC..cecreccuccsoacsosoannnnansnsnssnscscoss 3,318 w—
98-0-408 T-Plant secondary containment & h-k
detection upgrades, Richland, WA.......c.ccnveinns 2,100 ——
96-0-408 Spent usls cenister storage
and tl.bﬂ.txltm 'uiuty. Richland, WA.......... 26,000 42,000
96-0-407 Mixed waste Low Level waste treatment
projest, Rocky FLats.......crvveusrnnscansccccsnves — 2,800
96~0~408 Waste momt upgrades, various locations... — $,618
958-D-402 Install permanent electrical service
WIPP, AL...civvraonttsatrianeconccnncasnassnnsnane 4,314 4,314
98-0-408 Industrisl landfill V and construction/
demolition Landfill VII. Y-12 Plant, Omk Ridge, TN 4,800 4,800
96-0~408 Road 8§~01 reconstruction, area 8, NV..... 1,023 1.023
95-0-407 219-3 soeondnry containment upgrade
Richland, WA — 1,000
h wlo-iv- wastewater treatment
lylt.l. um'..... cesevascsssssesarsentans 4evescses . 4,445 4,448
84-D-402 Liquid waste treatment system, NTS....... 282 282
94-D-404 Malton Valley storage tank cspacity
increass, ORNL......?......”.................... 11,000 11,000
94-0-407 Initial tank retrieval systems,
Richlend, WA, ... .iicuvuenccesascasvacesnnonananas 9,400 12,000
94-0-411 Solid waste operation complax
Richland, WA, ......coieentonaraccnecsscccasnssnons 5,500 8,806
94~-0=417 Intermediate-lavel and low-sctivity
waste vaults, Savannah River, SC.....covevvrvsvees 2,704 -
N-D-I 78 Building 374 liquid waste treatment
facility, Rocky te Plent, CO...coivereannsannen 3.900 3,900
93-D~181 Radioactive Liquid waste line
replacement, Richland, WA.........c0veeenen veesnns — §,000
93-0-182 Replecement of cross-site transfer
system, Richland, WA..........00ieenn Gessvsevesens 19,798 19,795
93-0~183 Multi~function waste remsdiation
facility, Richland, WA................ 31,000 —
93-D=187 High level waste removal from
filled waste tanks, Savannah River, SC........... . 19,700 19,700

92-D=171 Mixed wazte receiving and storage
facility, LANL......covrevrcncncnrrrsescaanssanass 1,108 1,108

92-D-188 Wiste management ESIH, and compliance
activities, varicus locations.......c..ivevnnaneans 1,100 1,100
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90-0~172 Aging waste transfer line, Richland, WA.. 2,000 2,000
$0-D-177 RWNC transuranic (TRY) waste
charscterization and storage facility, 10......... 1,428 1,428
90-D-178 TSA retrieval enclosure, ID.............. 2,608 2,608
89-D-173 Tank farm veantilation upgrade
Richland, WA.......cciueesrnnncrvnese 800 800
89-0-174 Replaceament high level waste svaporator,
Savannsh River, SC...... sewasensesaeveesesascasnas 11,500 11,800
06-0-103 Decontamination and waste trestment
facility, LLNL, Livermore, CA.....c.covuvnonsrvess 8,888 8,088
83-0-148 Non-radicactive hazardous wasts
management, Sevannsh River, SC.........cecceinaasn 1,000 1,000
Subtotal, Construction........ccovvuvevnasnecanns 213,330 174,804
Total, Waste MeNnagement.......ccoorvevvvevansoanes 2,493,389 2,470,598
Technology development.... 389,327 440,610
Transportation management. 16,188 13,188
""3::"{ n:zﬂals and facilities stabilizetion........ 1,482,117 1,447,108
l
l7l General plant projects. various
RAONB .. tvreivarsnntocreersscstssstancsnsasans 34,724 -
98-D-457 Thermal treatment system, Richland, WA... — 1,000
$8-0-438 Site drainage ocontrdl, Meund Plant,
Miamiaburg, OM....ovvencecrrecscsanncaacsossannnoe 8es s
96-0-481 Electrical distribution usgrm Idaho
National Enginesring Laboratory, tesscvsrresere 1,539 1,539
98-D-482 Health ph{cim instrument laboratory,
ldaho National Engineering Laboratory, ID......... 1.128 _ ——
96-0-483 Central facilities area (CFA) craft shop
ldaho National Enginesring Laboratory, 1D......... 724 —
96-0-484 !\ntrlu\ & utility systems upgrade,
Ideho Chemical Processing Plant, ldaho Nationel
Enginesring Laboratory, D... 4,982 4,952
96-D-485 200 Area sanitary sewer system,
Richland, WA, .. ... ..ccocininorronnrososecrsasnanns 1,800 ——
96-0—488 Residue slimination project. Rocky Flats
Plant. Golden, Ooj -_— 33,100
96-0~470 Environmental monitoring laboratory,
Savannah River Site, Alken, 8C.....ccccvenvrvncns 3,500 —
98-D-471 CFC HVAC/chillar retrofit, Savennah
River Site, Afken, 8C........cccctcncianensnnsanns 1,800 1.500
96-0-472 Plant engineering & Design, Savannsh
River Site, Alken, ﬂ............................. 4,000 —
96~0-473 Health physics site support facility,
Savannsh River. th Caroling...ccvvervriocancccss 2,000 —
95-0-158 Upgrade site roed infrastructure,
Savannah River, South Carolina.......ccvvecrencnns 2,900 2,800
95-D-1586 Radio trunking system. Savannah River,SC 6,000 8,000

95-0-484 324 Facility compliance/rencvation,
Richland, WA.......cteseevnorersrvascsnssnsasannas 3,800 3,800
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Department of Energy (in thousands)

Budget
Estimate Conference
$5-0-488 Suurnz facilities consolidation, ldaho
Chemical Processing Plant, INEL, 1daMo............ 8,302 9,382
94-0-122 Underground storage tanks, Rocky
Flats Plant, Q.. cciieetincaccsrannrvacssccncenans §,000 8,000
94-0-401 Emergency response fseility, INEL, 1D.... 8,074 $,074
94-0-412 300 srea process sewer ptp(m mto-
upgrade, Richland, WA, ......coeversenvirnes 1,000 1,000
$4-0-418 ldaho National Enginurinc Laboratory
medical facilities, INEL essacsecenrasasssanas 3,801 3,801
94-D~451 Infrastructure replacement.
Rocky Flats Plant, €O......ciiuvvrnreinciervansans 2.840 2,940
03-0-!47 Oomestic water wl!ﬂ upgrade, Phase I
& I1, Savannah River., South Ca NBeeesaconorross 7.130 7.130
93-0-172 Idaho n-ﬁ.ml ineeri ubor-to
electrical upgrade, .”t ..... "' ........ ry aen 124 ——
92-0-123 Plant fire, uws-!.ty alarm systes
replacement, Rocky s Plant, Qolden, CO........ 9,560 9,880
92-0-125 Master sa and securi
agreemant, /utornum. Lmeo tnthf'om
ity upgredes, s Plant, CD....covv0y 7.000 7,000
92-0~181 Idaho national engineering laboratery
fire and life safety improvements, INEL, ID....... 6,883 6,803
M-0-127 Crtﬂuuty alarm & plant snnuncistion
utility replacement, Rocky Flats plant, Golden, CO 2,800 2,800
Subtotal, Conatruction...... everatecceecena e 128,644 114,748
Total, Nuclesr materials & fac. stabilization..... 1,800,761 1,561,854
Compliance and program coordination.........cceucioans 66,083 31.281
Construction
95-E~600 Hazardous materisls training center,
Richland, Washington.......covievenerscrennsnasens 15,000 15,000
Total, Complisnce and program coordination ....... 81,083 48,281
Analysis, education and risk msnagement............. .e 186,430 90,022
Subtotal, Defenss environmental managewment........ 8,300,478 6,281,772
Savannah river pension refund ~37.000 -37.000
Use of prior year balsnces.. . -276,942 ~667,240
TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRON. RESTORATION AND WASTE MGNT 5,966,738 5,857,832
OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
Othsr national security
Verification and control ocﬁnolo'
Mpnl“lrnum and verification, R&D............ 22‘ lOl 248,142
Arms_con T g 180.93; 160,
Intolug-nen....... ...... seeees P 42, 110 42,338
Subtotal, Varification and control technology... 427,948 449,442
Nuclesr safeguards and security........ccovcncevaves 88,774 83,398
Security l.n::.ﬂ -um.............. 32.471 »000
Slcuruy evaluat ann............ . 14,858 14,707
Nuclear safety........... PRSP PP teessesarenas 24,897 17,879
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Budget
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Worker and community transition.......covevveneaans . 100,000 82,800
Fissile materials control and chpo-(non. ae veen 68,978 70,000
Emargency menagement.........occoncevrsrservesnsnens —— 23,321
Total, Other national security programs........... 756,827 761,044
Naval resctors
Naval nue(or. development.......eoeeecsearrenncanen 849,700 652,568
Construct -
GPN=-101 onmnl plant projects, various
locations. . o iuiiiririieiieniatnnncscansseranns 6,600 6,600
96-0-200 Laboratory systems and hot call
upgrades, various tAONS. coerieniernrenannae 11,300 11,300
98-0-201 Advanced test r“etor radicsctive
wnto system me“' 1daho Hational
Enginesring ratery, I0....ciceiiiiiiiiiinnas 4,800 4,800
93-0- (nglnmmg services faoilities
Knolls Atomic Power Laboratory, Niskayuna, NY 3.900 3,900
90~N-102 Expended core facilit dr{ cel
project, Naval Resctors Facility, D............ 3,000 3,000
Subtotal, Construction......coievvceniesnnvens 29,600 29,6800
Total, Naval resctors......c.cccusvrrevcscssanvones 678,300 682,168
Subtotal, Other defense activities................ 1,438,127 1,443,212
Use of prior year BalanCes. .......ccovvvveserasencconse «13,000 -70,000
TOTAL, OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES...........c0000nen 1,423,127 1,373,212
DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL
Defense nuclear waste disposal.......... coscanvocacs . 198.083 248,400
TOTAL, ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES........... 11,097,283 10,639,458
OEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION
Administrative retions
W:l:orof tm° retary ~ salaries and expenses..... 3,438 2,500
General .lnnmnt - personnel m sation and
benafits.......... tesssevsreracennaane crevens P 208,398 185,000
General t = other exp PR 180,830 187,000
P ram support
"!noruymlchp Beocnaorvessanasroscnsasses 3,418 2.900
Policy analysis and system studi 5,884 2,900
Umer aff8Irs....cccortnccnnn 48 40
:ub\‘.n lff:l;l. ity studies. | 5 7&2, A w‘g
nvironeen studles.... . .
Scientific and t-chnleﬂ. trainin: 2,248 1,000
Subtotal, Program support......ccecev-s . 19,368 10,890
Total, Administrative operations........ccovevvene 411,828 355,390
Cost of work for athers.....ccccovoamve teceevsrens cone 22,826 22,826
Subtotal, Depertmental Administration............. 424,854 378,218
Use of unobligated balances and other adjustments..... -11,519 -11,519
Totsl, Departmental sdministration (gross)........ 423,138 366,697
Miscellaneous revenues............ teteseaen cereaes T =137,308 -122,308
TOTAL. OEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION (net)......... . 285,829 244,391
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OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
Office of Inspector General..... 32.811 26,915
Use of prior year balances...... -1,918 -1,918
TOTAL, OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL...... cenecesnes 30,896 26.000
POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS
ALASKA POWER ADMINISTRATION
Operation and maintenancs...........v.... esvesescven . 4,260 4,260
SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION
Operation and maintenance
Fating SXPONEOB. .. riiaitiiitaancrreonsranaanns 3.472 3,472
rchase power and Wheeling....coceecercrconnnaaanas 268,418 26,430
Subtotal, Operation and maintenancs...... sessacsen 29,988 29.902
Use of prior year DALANCES. ..c.ovvevirierrraccveaccenss ~10,089 -1Q,089
TOTAL, SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION.......... 19,029 19,843
SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION
Mnua and maintenance 20,897 20,807
Opon ng o LT D vesrscenes N .
Purchase m“ wheeling 1,484 3.
Oonatnu:uon................. cosnnanes 7,789 7,931
Subtotal, Operation and maintenance... cacen 30,150 30,292
Use of prior year balances........... ecerserncsesnsans ~814 -514
TOTAL, SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION.......... 29,638 298,778
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION
Opsration and maintenance
s ognd con ;k(:.uon........... lg.;}: ‘gl,iﬁ
on on ntenance . .
Mmmm and whee 97,322 »
Uteh mitigation and conservation......... 5,283 5,283
Subtotal, Operation end meintenance............... 200,779 78,372
Use of prior yoar Balances.......cetccasnsacooaanaanass -8,020 -17.720
Transfer of nuthortty from Department of Intorlo ceces (4,588) (4,568)
TOTAL, WESTERN AREA POWER AOMINISTRATION.......... 262,789 267,682
FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND
Operation and meintenance.......ci.coiceenee tedeanan .o 1,000 1,000
TOTAL, POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS...........cc.0n 337,484 312,833
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
Federal snergy regulat: commission.......coiianinans 181,587 148,290
Use of prtorvwllh:z (FERC)........... PR -18,000 -18,000
FERC rovenues.....ccceuaass secesessectccessnconssanane -138,567 ~131,290
TOTAL, FEDERAL ENERGY REQULATORY COMMISSION....... = —
MUCLEAR WASTE OISPOSAL FUND
Discretiocnary funding.......... sessacacssersnassnaconey — 181,800
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNTS
Energy Supply. Research and Development............. . 3,358,521 2,727,407
Uranium Supply and Enrichment Activiti 78,441 54,197
Geesesrstvenursaasantcsssenns -34,903 ~34,903
Total, Uranfum supply and enrichment... 40,838 29,204
Uranium mﬂehnont 080 fund.....oovveenns T 288,807 273,'07
Genara\ Science and Research Activities.. 1,011,899 1,000
Nuclear Waste Dimut FUND. . vcoceararnnccavccncnannone — 151!00
Envxromnnl Rastoration and Waste l-mmnt
sa function...... (8,988,738} (8,587,532
Non-d.fmn. funation {991,083) (900,348)
Total, Environmental Restoration and Waste Mgmt... (6,977,799) (8,457,880)
Atomic Ene Defense Activities
Weapons Activities.......... esseeesrassasne 3,489,387 3,460,314
Defense Environmeniai Restoration and Waste Momt. ... 8,886,738 5.557,532
Jther Defense Aotivities..........c.cccunn 1,423,127 1,373,212
Defense nuclear waste disposal........... 198,083 48,400
Total, Atemic Energy Defense Activities . 11,097,283 10,839,488
tmental Administration.............. PRI 423,136 368,697
BNUGS. ¢ canrescsatrttssccannerenaane . -137,308 «122,308
Total, Departmental administration.........c.cc0eee 285,829 244,391
Office of the Inspector General................ reeeean 30,696 25,000
Powsr Marketing Administrations
A\lih h-or Administration. 4,260 4,260
n n L) 18,829 19,843
Power n. 29,636 20,778
'unm Ares Power ation. . 282,758 287,652
Falcon and Amistad Opor--"inc and Maintsnance Fund... 1,000 1,000
Total, Power Marketing Adainistrations............ 337,484 312,533
Federal Energy Regulatory Cosmiasion........... crseane wwn ——
TOTAL, ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNTS...... 16,447,857 15,389,450
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TITLE IV

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION

Amendment No. 41: Appropriates $170,000,000 instead of
$142,000,000 as proposed by the House and $182,000,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

Of the total amount appropriated, $57,355,000 is provided for
area development, $3,645,000 is provided for salaries and expenses,
and $109,000,000 is provided for the highway program.

The conferees direct that the Commission establish new area
development allocation criteria which place greater emphasis on as-
sistance to the more severely distressed counties.

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Amendment No. 42: Appropriates $343,000 for Salaries and
Expenses instead of $440,000 as proposed by the Senate and appro-
priates $428,000 as a contribution to the Delaware River Basin
Commission instead of $478,000 as proposed by the Senate and de-
letes language related to the compensation of the United States
Commissioner as proposed by the Senate. The House included no
similar provision.

The conferees agree to provide final year funding for the Dela-
ware River Basin Commission. Funding is provided to facilitate an
orderly transition to financial self-sufficiency of the compact states
and an orderly termination of the Office of the Federal Commis-
sioner. Committees of authorizing jurisdiction will have an oppor-
tunity during fiscal year 1996 to address any new institutional ar-
rangements or revisions to the Delaware River Basin Compact that
are necessary or desirable due to the prospective termination of
Federal funding.

INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON THE POTOMAC RIVER BASIN

Amendment No. 43: Appropriates $511,000 as proposed by the
Senate. The House included no similar provision.

The conferees agree to provide final year funding for the Inter-
state Commission on the Potomac River Basin. Funding is provided
to facilitate an orderly transition to financial self-sufficiency of the
compact states. Committees of authorizing jurisdiction will have an
opportunity during fiscal year 1996 to address any new institu-
tional arrangements or revisions to the compact creating the Inter-
state Commission on the Potomac River Basin that are necessary
or desirable due to the prospective termination of Federal funding.d

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Amendment No. 44: Appropriates $468,300,000 as proposed by
the House instead of $474,300,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 45: Derives $11,000,000 from the Nuclear
Waste Fund as proposed by the House instead of $17,000,000 as
proposed by the Senate.
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Amendment No. 46: Provides for a net appropriation of
$11,000,000 as proposed by the House instead of $17,000,000 as
proposed by the Senate.

NUCLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

Amendment No. 47: Appropriates $2,531,000 as proposed by
the House instead of $2,664,000 as proposed by the Senate.

SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Amendment No. 48: Appropriates $318,000 for Salaries and
Expenses instead of $280,000 as proposed by the Senate and appro-
priates $250,000 as a contribution to the Susquehanna River Basin
Commission instead of $288,000 as proposed by the Senate and de-
letes language relating to the compensation of the United States
Commissioner as proposed by the Senate. The House included no
similar provision.

The conferees agree to provide final year funding for the Sus-
gquehanna River Basin Commission. Funding is provided to facili-
tate an orderly transition to financial self-sufficiency of the compact
states and an orderly termination of the Office of the Federal Com-
missioner. Committees of authorizing jurisdiction will have an op-
portunity during fiscal year 1996 to address any new institutional
arrangements or revisions to the Susquehanna River Basin Com-
pact that are necessary or desirable due to the prospective termi-
nation of Federal funding.

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

Amendment No. 49: Appropriates $109,169,000 for the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority instead of $103,339,000 as proposed by the
House and $110,339,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The appropriation is to be distributed among TVA programs as
follows: $71,169,000 for stewardship and land and water;
$5,000,000 for Land Between the Lakes; $16,000,000 for economic
development; and $17,000,000 for the environmental research cen-
ter.

In conjunction with its efforts to reduce the need for future ap-
propriations at Land Between the Lakes through reductions, sav-
ings and efficiencies, TVA may continue to use its flexibility to allo-
cate up to an additional $1,000,000 from its Stewardship funds to
LBL. This flexibility will allow TVA, if the need arises due to a lack
of funds or other emergency and/or crisis situations, to allocate ad-
ditional funding to promote the facilitation of LBL's transition to
increased financial self-sufficiency.

Amendment No. 50: Includes language proposed by the Senate
that requires the Tennessee Valley Authority to submit to Congress
a plan for obtaining funding for the Environmental Research Cen-
ter from other sources amended to extend the deadline for submis-
sion of such plan and to delete limitations on expenditures for the
TVA Environmental Research Center.
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TITLE V

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Amendment No. 51: Deletes language proposed by the House
repealing Sec. 505 of Public Law 102-377 which prohibits the use
of funds to conduct studies relating to changes in pricing hydro-
electric power by the six Federal public power authorities and Sec.
208 of Public Law 99-349 which prohibits the use of funds by the
executive branch to solicit proposals, prepare studies, or draft pro-
posals to transfer out of Federal ownership the Federal power mar-
keting administrations located within the contiguous 48 States, but
accepts House language repealing Sec. 510 of Public Law 101-514
which prohibits the use of funds by the executive branch to change
the employment levels determined by the administrators of the
Federal power marketing administrations to be necessary to carry
out their responsibilities. The conferees agree that the statutory
limitations do not prohibit the Legislative Branch from initiating or
conducting studies or collecting information regarding the sale or
transfer of the power marketing administrations to non-Federal
ownership.

The conference agreement also inserts language which extends
the due date for the report required to be submitted by Title 30 of
Public Law 102-575, the Western Water Policy Review Act of 1992.
This extension is required because of the delay by the Administra-
tion in establishing the Western Water Policy Review Advisory
Commission. The Bureau of Reclamation may use up to $800,000
of available funds in support of the work of the Commission.

Amendment No. 52: Deletes language proposed by the House
and stricken by the Senate providing that no funds may be used
for programs, projects, or activities not in compliance with applica-
ble Federal law relating to risk assessment, protection of property
rights, or unfunded mandates and inserts language which extends
the authorization for the Trinity River Restoration Program of the
Central Valley Project, California, for one year. The conferees are
aware that the House Resources Committee currently has under
consideration legislation to extend the authorization for this pro-
gram. This temporary extension will permit work to continue on
this important program pending action by the authorizing commit-
tee.

Amendment No. 53: Deletes language proposed by the House
and stricken by the Senate reducing the Nuclear Waste Disposal
Fund by $1,000, and inserts language that directs the Secretary of
the Interior to proceed without delay with construction of those fa-
cilities of the Animas-La Plata Project, Colorado and New Mexico,
identified for construction in the Final Biological Opinion for the
project dated October 25, 1991.

Amendment No. 54: Deletes language proposed by the House
and stricken by the Senate which provides that none of the funds
available in the Act for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Upper
Mississippi River—Illinios Waterway Navigation Study may be
used to study any portion of the Mississippi River above Lock and
Dam 14.

The conferees believe that the language contained in the
House-passed bill could restrict the ability of the Corps of Engi-
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neers to undertake a comprehensive study of the navigation needs
on the Upper Mississippi River and lllinois Waterway and have,
therefore, agreed to delete the language. The conferees do agree,
however, with the intent of the language and direct that the Corps
of Engineers not study any large-scale improvements on the Upper
Mississippi River above Lock and Dam 14.

Amendment No. 55: Deletes language inserted by the Senate
pertaining to the amount of fish and wildlife costs that the Bonne-
ville Power Administration could incur, and inserts language
amending Public Law 88-552 and the Pacific Northwest Electric
Power Planning and Conservation Act to permit the Bonneville
Power Administration to sell excess Federal power outside the Pa-
cific Northwest; requiring the Northwest Power and Conservation
Planning Council to provide a report to Congress; authorizing the
Corps of Engineers to procure goods through Bonneville using the
authorities available to the Administrator; maintaining the resi-
dential exchange power program through fiscal year 1997; provid-
ing Bonneville Power Administration employees with a voluntary
separation incentive up to $25,000; and authorizing these authori-
ties to extend beyond the fiscal year.

The conferees are deeply concerned over the escalating and un-
coordinated fish and wildlife costs imposed on the Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) and its customers due to Endangered Species
Act compliance. The conferees are concerned that the current in-
ability to control BPA'’s fish and wildlife costs may result in the
shifting of costs—both directly and indirectly—to the Nation’s tax-
payers and to non-Federal interests on the Columbia and Snake
River system. Such non-Federal interests include the region’s elec-
tric ratepayers, agriculture, non-Federal hydroelectric projects own-
ers, river users, reservoir users, water interests, and others. The
conferees strongly urge BPA and the Administration to resist the
temptation to shift fish and wildlife costs onto the Nation’s tax-
payers and these non-Federal interests.

The conferees understand that there is a nearly unanimous
call from affected parties—user groups, and ratepayers—in the re-
gion of Washington, Oregon, ldaho and Montana to start the re-
view of the Pacific Northwest Power Planning and Conservation
Act. The provisions of the Northwest Power Act that deserve care-
ful consideration include, but are not limited to, containing the re-
gion’s fish and wildlife costs, coordinating fish and wildlife expendi-
tures, and granting the region the ability to make the decisions
with respect to such costs. The conferees, therefore, urge a renewed
review of the Northwest Power Act within the authorizing commit-
tees in the next session of Congress in an effort to answer these
and other important issues confronting the region.

The conferees understand the Administration is taking steps to
control fish and wildlife costs as an interim measure. In addition,
the conferees direct the agencies involved to enter into a Memoran-
dum of Agreement establishing an overall salmon recovery budget,
and detailing the manner in which such budget will be imple-
mented.

Sale of Excess Federal Power.—Excess power may be generated
by routine power operations, or fish and wildlife operations, of ei-
ther the Federal Columbia River Power System or other electric
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power plants from which Bonneville is contractually obligated to
acquire electric power.

This section removes restrictions from power made excess to
BPA contractual obligations by: (1) a customer’s decision to remove
load from Bonneville, (2) hydrosystem operations, or (3) purchases
for the benefit of fish and wildlife. This gives BPA greater flexibil-
ity in marketing, to increase its revenue and its competitiveness.

The legislation applies the term “excess power” to this power.
Currently, Bonneville's authorizing legislation severely limits Bon-
neville’s flexibility to market such power, putting the agency at a
marketing disadvantage and restricting potential revenues. Bonne-
ville may sell excess power without, among other things, the re-
gional preference call back provisions of 60 days for energy sales
and 60 months for capacity sales, and without the Bonneville
Project Act prohibition on resale of Federal power by private enti-
ties not in the business of selling power in the retail market. Sur-
plus power which is surplus for reasons other than the reasons
stated above will continue to be governed by existing marketing re-
strictions.

Bonneville is allowed greater flexibility to provide Pacific
Northwest preference notice to regional customers for out-of-region
sales. This flexibility may include shorter notice periods and less
detailed information on in-progress negotiations. Notice periods
may be very short for short-term sales (for example, notice to ac-
commodate hourly sales) and for transactions that must be nego-
tiated quickly. BPA may also provide seasonal notices with price
ranges requesting interested parties to contact BPA to purchase
power. In all cases, prior to sales outside the Pacific Northwest,
Bonneville would continue to offer power first to Northwest utilities
and industries purchasing power from Bonneville. Bonneville would
offer excess power first to regional customers under the same es-
sential rate, terms and conditions as for the proposed out-of-region
sale. The Administrator has discretion in making this determina-
tion given that the rate may depend on terms and conditions for
one purchaser that would be inapplicable to another purchaser.
The rate, as under current law, will continue to be the price that
BPA applies to the proposed sale within the parameters of the ap-
plicable rate schedule and based on the terms and conditions of the
sale.

This legislation poses no significant risk or cost to Bonneville's
regional customers because the only power sold outside the region
without the restrictions is power abandoned by regional customers
and excess power generated or purchased for the benefit of fish and
wildlife. No other amount of power can be sold outside the region
without such restrictions. Regional customers will continue to re-
ceive first right to purchase excess power before it is sold outside
the region.

Within 90 days, the Bonneville Power Administration, with the
concurrence of the Secretary of Energy, shall deliver a report on
the sale of excess Federal power provision to the House Commerce
Committee, House Resources Committee, the Senate Energy and
Natural Resources Committee, and the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations. This report will be one of the factors con-
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sidered in the comprehensive review of the Bonneville Power Ad-
ministration.

Residential Exchange.—Establishes the total amount of bene-
fits available for residential and small farm consumers of utilities
participating in the residential exchange program under section
5(c) of the Pacific Northwest Power Electric Planning and Con-
servation Act for fiscal year 1997. All residential exchange benefits
will continue to be passed through in their entirety to the eligible
residential and small farm consumers of the respective utilities.
The conferees recognize the authority of the Bonneville Power Ad-
ministration to implement in lieu transactions, among other ac-
tions, which could effectively terminate the residential exchange
after 2001. Consistent with the regional review, Bonneville and its
customers should work together to gradually phase out the residen-
tial exchange program by October 1, 2001. This should result in
total fiscal year 1997 benefits to these consumers being approxi-
mately equivalent to the benefits they received in fiscal year 1996.

In order to maintain a sound financial position, the conferees
urge, to the extent practicable, BPA to take such actions as are
necessary to assure the proposed rate for public utilities and direct
services industries are not increased from the initial proposal. In
a further effort to prevent load loss, the conferees urge Bonneville
to pursue load commitments from its public utility customers at an
appropriate level which assures Bonneville’s continued financial vi-
ability and recognizes customers’ desires for load diversification
and to capture economies of scale by pooling their resources.

Amendment No. 56: Inserts a provision which would repeal
section 7 of the Magnetic Fusion Engineering Act as proposed by
the Senate, but does not repeal section 3131(c) of Public Law 101—
510, the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991,
as proposed by the Senate because this was an erroneous citation.

Amendment No. 57: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
expressing the sense of the Senate on the conference on S. 4, the
Line Item Veto Act.

Amendment No. 58: Deletes language proposed by the Senate
requiring reductions in energy costs of agency facilities.

Amendment No. 59: Inserts language proposed by the Senate
regarding the regulation of water levels in Rainy Lake and
Namakan Lake in Minnesota, and changes the section number.

CoONFERENCE ToTAL—WI1TH COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) authority for the fiscal year
1996 recommended by the Committee of Conference, with compari-
sons to the fiscal year 1995 amount, the 1996 budget estimates,
and the House and Senate bills for 1996 follow:

New budget (obligational) authority, fiscal year 1995 ..............ccccu. $20,042,999,000
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiscal year 1996 20,562,044,000
House bill, fiscal year 1996 ...........ccocoeiiiiiiiiiieiie e 18,682,457,000
Senate bill, fiscal year 1996 ..........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiee e 20,169,152,000
Conference agreement, fiscal year 1996 ............cccccviiiniieiiicniininenne. 19,336,311,000
Conference agreement compared with:
New budget (obligational) authority, fiscal year 1995 ................ —706,688,000
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiscal year
F996 ..o —1,225,733,000
House bill, fiscal year 1996 ...........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiieiee e +653,854,000

Senate bill, fiscal year 1996 .........cccccocoieiiiiieiiiie e —832,841,000
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